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Dear Mr. Wilson:

In this letter, | would like to say a word for two groups that so far have
remained silent on the subject of Phillips 66's profit driven plan to use rail
traffic to bring more crude into its refinery on Lompoc Mesa.

The first group are those who haven't yet heard of the potential dangers to
our health, safety, and lifestyle that this plan poses. | have good reason to
think that there are many. People I've spoken to and those spoken to by
some of my friends and acquaintances have strongly reinforced my belief
that, given more time, the floodgates of dissent would be opened even
wider than they are now. Along with the near universal resistance to this
project, two other ideas are frequently shared. How has this plan have
even gotten off the ground? Given all the dangers that it poses and will
bring should it be adopted, the answer should be a resounding "No". Also
questioned is the apparent lack of mention of zoning restrictions. After all,
Viva Farms tried to exceed its zoning mandate and was stopped. The
environmental dangers of the Phillips project greatly surpass those posed
by Viva Farms, and they would take place in the Coastal Protection Zone.

The second group that are, at this point unable to express concerns about
the proposed project, are those whose health will be adversely effected if
this project gains approval. This group includes residents living near the
rail lines or downwind from the Phillips 66 plant who would have to move
because of compromised breathing caused or worsened by the pollutants
that would be put into the air by this proposal. It includes grandchildren
who could not visit these areas. It includes those who are more likely to
develop asthma as is the case in areas such as Fresno, and it includes
those who will suffer cancer or other ilinesses because of the above
mentioned pollutants. This group cannot yet speak because they have not
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yet materialized. But, if they do materialize, it will be too late.

Please, these two groups and all the rest of us need you, the decision
makers, to protect us and give a resounding "No" to the Phillips 66
proposal.

Thanks,

Paula Mathes

MAS-01
cont


Brittney
Line

Brittney
Text Box
MAS-01
cont


Responses to Paula Mathes Comments

MAS-01

The parcel where the Rail Spur Project is proposed is zoned industrial, which
would allow this type of development. As a public agency with authority over
land use within its jurisdiction, the County is responsible for managing certain
land use activities, planning for future land uses, and exercising its
discretionary authority over development proposals. The County has an
obligation to review and consider any proposal for land development which is
submitted in conformance with established procedures. For the Rail Spur
Project, the Applicant submitted Use Permit applications for review in
conformance with County requirements. An initial step by the County Planning
and Building Department is completion of an environmental review.

The remaining portions of this comment do not identify a specific
environmental analysis or CEQA issue relative to the EIR and compliance with
CEQA. The commenter’s concerns about health and air pollution along the
train routes are included in the FEIR for the decision-makers’ consideration as
part of the County's deliberations on the proposed project.
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