
From: carolina pardo <carolinapardo@att.net> 
To: "p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us" 
            <p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us> 
Date: 11/23/2014 05:09 PM 
Subject: Phillips 66 Company Rail Spur Extension Project 
 
 
 
Dear Sir: 
 
After reading the Executive Summary of the REIR of the Phillips 66 Rail Spur 
Extension Project, I have the following questions: 
 
When the REIR refers to crude oil does this refer to Alberta Tar Sands Oil? 
If not, what type of crude oil will the train carry? 
 
During the construction of the Rail Spur Project and operation of SMR several 
mitigation measures are mention, such as Spill Prevention Control and 
Countermeasure Plan (SPCCP) and Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPP). Who 
will monitor these Plans? 
 
Regarding air quality. How many emission reduction credits will be used by SMR? 
 
A unit or manifest train of oil tanker cars entering SLO County follows the 
Salinas River crossing many of its tributaries continuing past Mission Miguel 
Archangel, past residential areas, then down the Cuesta Grade, a local safety 
hazard area (LSHA), into SLO City passing Cal Poly State University, and within a 
block of Sierra Vista Hospital, within a block of SLO High school and within a 
block and a half of French Hospital continuing pass more residential area 
continuing past Monarch Grove in Pismo Beach and more residential areas and along 
the California coast line to the refinery. 
An oil spill, fire or explosion endangers all of the above. Are SLO first 
responders trained and equipped to handle the oil spills, fires and explosion? If 
not, who will provide funds for training and equipping them? 
 
Santa Maria Refinery is located within the Coastal Zone. When is the Coastal 
Commission going to review this project? 
 
Sincerely, 
Carolina Pardo 
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Responses to Carolina Pardo Comments 
 

PAC-01 The RDEIR evaluated two Canadian crudes, which were tar sands. The 
properties of the crude are provided in Chapter 2.0, Project Description (see 
Table 2.6 and Figure 2-11). 

PAC-02 Chapter 8.0, Mitigation Monitoring Plan, provides a listing of all of the 
mitigation measures and what governmental agencies would be responsible for 
reviewing and monitoring compliance for each of the mitigation measures. 

PAC-03 Section 4.0 (Environmental Analysis) presents the environmental analysis for 
the CEQA mandated issue areas; air quality and GHG impacts are discussed in 
Section 4.3 (Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases). Emission reduction credit 
information has been added to the Final EIR, indicating that there are sufficient 
emission reduction credits available with the SLOCAPCD to offset the criteria 
pollutants generated by the project within SLOC. 

PAC-04 The probability of a crude oil train release incident is discussed in the 
Hazardous and Hazardous Materials Section (Section 4.7).  Section 4.7 
addresses the populations along the mainline routes for each segment, including 
Cal Poly SLO.  Impacts associated with rail accidents along the mainline rail 
routes were determined to be significant and unavoidable (Class I). 

The RDEIR contains mitigation measures PS-3a through PS-3i (see Section 
4.11, Public Services and Utilities) to ensure that the SMR Fire Brigade and the 
Cal Fire resource are sufficient before the project proceeds.  These include; 1) 
an updated Fire Protection Plan for the Rail Spur Project that meets all the 
applicable requirements of API, NFPA, UFC, and Cal Fire/County Fire;  2) an 
updated Emergency Response Plan to include the rail unloading facilities and 
operations; 3) an updated Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasure Plan to 
include the rail unloading facilities and operations; 4) requirements that the 
SMR fire brigade meets all the requirements outlined in Occupational Safety 
and Health Administration 29 CFR 1910.156, and NFPA 600 & 1081; 5) 
updated fire brigade staffing/training requirements and Cal Fire funding 
requirements; 6) funding of a qualified Cal Fire inspector to conduct the annual 
fire inspections at the SMR; 7) funding of training for Cal Fire personnel, 
including field training, as per the Security and Emergency Response Training 
Center Railroad Incident Coordination and Safety (RICS) meeting Department 
of Homeland security, NIIMS, OSHA 29 CFR 1910.120 compliance.  These 
extensive requirements would reduce the impacts of the rail spur project on fire 
resources at the SMR to less than significant with mitigation (Class II). 

In addition, for transportation of crude oil along the mainline tracks, mitigation 
measures PS-4a though PS-4c) (see Section 4.11, Public Service and Utilities) 
include 1) Only rail cars designed to Option 1: PHMSA and FRA Designed 
Tank Car shall be allowed; 2) requires annual funding for first response 
agencies along the mainline rail routes; 3) require annual emergency responses 
scenario/field based training; and 4) notification requirements. Impacts to fire 
protection and emergency response would remain significant and unavoidable 
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(Class I) along the mainline routes. 

PAC-05 Any party can appeal the San Luis Obispo County Board of Supervisors 
decision to the California Coastal Commission. The project would only go to 
the California Coastal Commission on appeal. 
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