
From: Aisha Knowles <knowles.aisha@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/24/2014 04:29 PM 
Subject: Opposition to the P66 Rail Terminal Project 
 
Mr. Murry Wilson, SLO Planning Department: 
 
I have recently read through the EIR for the proposed P66 Rail Terminal Project.  
I would like to voice my concern and objection to the project. 
 
Although I do not live in San Luis Obispo County, it is my understanding that the 
rail route to transport crude oil will run through northern California, and along 
the track that transverses San Leandro in the East Bay where I live and work. 
 
I am concerned as a Trustee of the Alameda County Board of Education, and as the 
President of the South County Chapter of Black Women Organized for Political 
Action although I am speaking as an individual.   The track runs near numerous 
schools within my district that includes the City of San Leandro, West Dublin and 
the unincorporated Alameda County communities of San Lorenzo, Ashland and Castro 
Valley.  In addition, many school children and working families have to cross 
those tracks twice daily.  The wait for a 1½ -mile long train will be 
considerable, and of course, there is no supervision to care for children during 
the long waits.  Lastly, it is not feasible for any School District to prepare an 
emergency operations plan that can address and appropriately plan for the type 
of crisis that would occur with an accident or explosion involving one of these 
trains. 
 
Sincerely, 
Aisha Knowles 
Alameda County Board of Education 
Trustee, Area 4 
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Responses to Aisha Knowles Comments 
 

KNA-01 Trains could impact traffic flow in the area of at-grade crossings (see Section 
4.12, Transportation and Circulation). The estimated delay for at-grade crossing 
for a unit train would be about 2.2 to 3.2 minutes depending upon the speed of 
the train. Depending upon the location of the at-grade crossing and the time the 
crude oil train made the crossing it could affect delay times at an intersection. 
The greatest chance for this would be if a train crossed the at-grade crossing 
during the AM or PM peak hours. There is a 12 percent chance that a train 
would cross an intersection during the AM or PM peak hours. However, given 
that under normal operations, only one train would cross an at-grade crossing 
during the AM and PM peak hours, it would not affect the average delay time 
for the intersection over the peak three hour period. 

The 2013 California Rail Plan shows that between 26 and 50 freight trains per 
day use the stretch of track in Alameda County. The proposed unit train would 
be about 5,190 feet long, which is well less than the 1.5-miles stated in the 
comment. 

Section 4.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials addresses the public safety risk 
associated with the proposed project crude oil train running through Alameda 
County, and includes the population associated with schools. The RDEIR found 
that these public safety risk were significant and unavoidable (Class I).  

The impact of crude oil trains on emergency services is discussed in Section 
4.11, Public Services and Utilities. The impact to emergency services along the 
mainline rail routes was found to be significant and unavoidable (Class I). 
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