From: Kent harvey <knthrvy@yahoo.com>

To: "p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us"
<p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us>

Date: 11/13/2014 04:45 PM

Subject: Opposed to P66 Rail spur project

November 13, 2014

Murry Wilson

San Luis Obispo County Department of Planning
976 0sos St., Room 200

San Luis Obispo, CA 93408

Dear Mr. Wilson;

We are writing to object to the Phillips 66 proposed rail project at the Nipomo
refinery. 1It’s a threat to health and safety of residents, and to the dune
habitat.

If there were no refinery at the current location, it’s inconceivable that
construction of a new refinery would be approved today. That makes the current
refinery analogous to a non-conforming use, which should not be expanded. The

use should be limited to refining California oil which is delivered via pipeline.

Please recommend denial to the commission and Board of Supervisors.
Best regards,

Kent and Kathy Harvey
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Kent and Kathy Harvey

939 Jacqueline PL, Nipomo, CA 95444
Tel: 805-219-0077; cell 949-555-50549

November 13, 2014

Murry Wilson

San Luis Obispo County Department of Planning
976 Osos St., Room 200

San Luis Obispo, CA 93408

Dear Mr. Wilson;

We are writing to object to the Phillips 66 proposed rail project at
the Nipomo refinery. Its a threat fo health and safety of resi-
dents, and to the dune habitat.

If there were no refinery at the current location, its inconceivable
that construction of a new refinery would be approved today.
That makes the current refinery analogous to a non-conforming
use, which should not be expanded. The use should be limited to
refining California oil which is delivered via pipeline.

HAK-02

Please recommend denial to the commission and Board of Supervi-
sors.

Best regards,

e
oy

’ s )—QQ/Z,U |

Kent and Ka’rhﬂ-ﬁa?ve



Brittney
Text Box
HAK-02

Brittney
Line


Responses to Kent and Kathy Harvey Comments

HAK-01

This comment does not identify a specific environmental analysis or CEQA
issue relative to the EIR and compliance with CEQA. The commenter’s
concerns about health, safety, biological resources and land use are included in
the FEIR for the decision-makers’ consideration as part of the County's
deliberations on the proposed project.

HAK-02

This comment letter is a second submission. See the comment response for
HAK-01.
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