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From: Steve Pax <paxsteve@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca 
Date: 11/17/2014 12:02 PM 
Subject: Against P66 Rail Spur Extension 
 
 
 
Mr. Murry Wilson 
SLO County Planning Department 
 
Dear Mr. Wilson -- 
 
I am very concerned about the Phillips 66 Rail Spur Extension proposal. 
 
I'm concerned about the county, and certainly my community being adversely 
affected by this proposal. 
 
I am afraid our safety is at risk because of the possibility of a train accident 
involving so much highly flammable cargo. Trains of this size and regularity 
traveling down Cuesta Grade, into San Luis Obispo, pose an unusually dangerous 
scenario for us. Dangerous in terms of the risk of explosions, fires and oil 
spills. 
 
I am concerned about pollution increasing as a result of this project. 
Pollution in the form of noise from the trains and from the additional 
processing. Pollution in the form of lighting required at the processing location 
negatively affecting quality of life nearby. 
 
Certainly, air quality is at risk from the addition emissions from the trains and 
the processing plant. 
 
Please consider my concerns regarding this issue, and do what you can to prevent 
this proposal from being accepted. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Steven Pax 
426 Woodbridge Street 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 
805-544-5463 
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From: Steve Pax <paxsteve@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/25/2014 11:07 AM 
Subject: 
 
Murry Wilson 
SLO County Dept. of Planning and Building 
 
 
Dear Mr. Wilson  
 
I am very concerned about the Phillips 66 Rail Spur Extension proposal. 
 
I'm concerned about the county, and certainly my community being adversely 
affected by this proposal. 
 
I am afraid our safety is at risk because of the possibility of a train accident 
involving so much highly flammable cargo. Trains of this size and regularity 
traveling down Cuesta Grade, into San Luis Obispo, pose an unusually dangerous 
scenario for us. Dangerous in terms of the risk of explosions, fires and oil 
spills. 
 
I am concerned about pollution increasing as a result of this project. 
Pollution in the form of noise from the trains and from the additional 
processing. Pollution in the form of lighting required at the processing location 
negatively affecting quality of life nearby. 
 
Certainly, air quality is at risk from the addition emissions from the trains and 
the processing plant. 
 
Please consider my concerns regarding this issue, and do what you can to prevent 
this proposal from being accepted. 
 
Sincerely. 
 
Steven Pax 
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 Responses to Steven Pax Comments 
 

PAS-01 This comment does not identify a specific environmental analysis or CEQA 
issue relative to the EIR and compliance with CEQA. No further response is 
required. 

PAS-02 In San Luis Obispo County, the Cuesta Grade represents an area where a 
runaway train could occur. A runaway train coming down the Cuesta Grade 
could result in spills of crude oil and associated fires. The Rail Spur Project 
would use two additional locomotives (for a total of five locomotives) on the 
crude oil unit train for crossing the Cuesta Grade. These two additional 
locomotives would be added to the train at Santa Margarita and removed from 
the train in the City of San Luis Obispo once the train had crossed the Cuesta 
Grade. These additional locomotives would help to assure that the train can 
safely traverse the Cuesta Grade. 

PAS-03 Noise levels along the mainline and at the SMR would increase with the 
additional trains.  Noise levels along the mainline are addressed in Section 4.9 
(Noise and Vibration) under impact N.3.  Noise levels at the SMR are discussed 
in Section 4.9 under impacts N.1 for construction and N.2 for operations.  
Based on in-field monitoring and modeling, noise impacts would be less than 
significant with mitigation (Class II).   

PAS-04 The RDEIR addresses the potential impacts and recommends mitigation 
measures for the proposed Project consistent with the requirements of CEQA.  
Section 4.3 (Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases) addresses GHG emissions, 
criteria air emissions and health risks.  The commenter’s statement about air 
issues are included in the FEIR for the decision-makers’ consideration as part 
of the County’s deliberations on the proposed project. 

PAS-05 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 the safety and environmental impacts of the project are included 
in the FEIR for the decision-makers’ consideration as part of the County's 
deliberations on the proposed project. 

PAS-06 The RDEIR addresses the potential impacts and recommends mitigation 
measures for the proposed Project consistent with the requirements of CEQA.  
Section 4.7 (Hazards and Hazardous Materials) addresses spill and acute risks.  
The commenter’s statement about air issues are included in the FEIR for the 
decision-makers’ consideration as part of the County’s deliberations on the 
proposed project. 
The EIR concludes that risks would exceed the thresholds and would be a 
significant impact. 

PAS-07 Noise levels along the mainline and at the SMR would increase with the 
additional trains.  Noise levels along the mainline are addressed in Section 4.9 
(Noise and Vibration) under impact N.3.  Noise levels at the SMR are discussed 
in Section 4.9 under impacts N.1 for construction and N.2 for operations.  
Based on in-field monitoring and modeling, impacts would be less than 
significant for noise impacts with mitigation.   

PAS-08 The RDEIR addresses the potential impacts and recommends mitigation 
measures for the proposed Project consistent with the requirements of CEQA.  
Section 4.3 (Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases) addresses GHG emissions, 



 Responses to Steven Pax Comments 
 

criteria air emissions and health risks.  The commenter’s statement about air 
issues 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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