
From: Jennifer <jenniferwilliams1956@yahoo.com> 
To: "p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us" 
            <p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us> 
Date: 11/25/2014 11:07 AM 
Subject: Derail the spur 
 
 
 
Mr Murry, 
I am writing as a concerned citizen about the potential construction of the 
Phillips 66 rail spur project. I would like to address the significant air and 
noise pollution and unsightly views that would go above and beyond the current 
situation that we now have if construction begins on this project. 
I am a home owner in Trilogy.  I can see the refinery from my street. 
 
Currently the odors coming from the Phillips 66 plant when the wind is in the 
right direction are obnoxious and give me a headache. The elevation of Trilogy is 
about 300 feet above the Phillips plant.  The propose man made sand dune to block 
unsightly views is to be approximately 20 feet high. 
 
Trilogy residents are 280 feet higher! No man made sand dune will block the view 
of rail cars and proposed new infrastructure.  Why even bother with 
moving all that sand?   Night time lighting will be on 30 foot poles 300 
feet apart, again how will a 20 foot berm block the light.?  Currently Air 
quality  frequently goes above acceptable limits . It’s my understanding the 
Phillips 66 will be using “air quality credits” that they have banked over past 
years to  allow them to pollute emissions that exceed SLOCAPD 
thresholds..  Sounds like smoke and mirrors to me.   There is a serious 
health threat looming if this project begins. 
 
Please vote NO on the Phillips 66 rail spur project. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Williams 
cell 559-816-1411 
 

mailto:jenniferwilliams1956@yahoo.com�
mailto:p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us�
mailto:p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us�
Dean
Text Box
WIJ-04

Dean
Line

Dean
Line

Dean
Line

Dean
Line

Dean
Text Box
WIJ-01

Dean
Text Box
WIJ-02

Dean
Text Box
WIJ-03



Responses to Jennifer Williams Comments 
 

WIJ-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 air quality, noise and aesthetics and visual resources are 
included in the FEIR for the decision-makers’ consideration as part of the 
County's deliberations on the proposed project. 

WIJ-02 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 and 
health risks.  The area is in non-compliance with particulate associated with 
sand-blown dust.  A study performed by the SLOCAPCD, the South County 
Phase 2 Particulate Study, evaluated whether impacts from off-road vehicle 
activities at the Oceano Dunes State Vehicle Recreational Area (ODSVRA), the 
Phillips Refinery coke piles, and adjacent agricultural fields were contributing 
to the particulate problems on the Nipomo Mesa (SLOC APCD 2010).  The 
Phase 2 portion of the study concluded that off-road vehicle activity in the 
ODSVRA is a major contributing factor to the PM concentrations observed on 
the Nipomo Mesa and that neither the petroleum coke piles at the Phillips 
facility nor agricultural fields or activities in and around the area are a 
significant source of ambient PM on the Nipomo Mesa.  The composition of the 
particulates is predominately natural crustal particles. 

Odor issues would be nominal related to the Proposed Project.  However, odor 
issues are a concern for the SMR and an odor minimization plan was required 
as part of the Throughput EIR prepared for the SMR by the County. 

WIJ-03 The project proposes to the construct the unloading facility and rail spur tracks 
adjacent to the southern slopes of a natural landform ridge.  This adjacent 
landform rises to elevations ranging from approximately 120 to 145 feet above 
sea level.  The proposed rail spur tracks are proposed at an elevation of 
approximately 94 feet above sea level, which would be as much as 55 feet 
lower than the landform to the north.  As a result, views of the unloading 
facility and railroad spur from the north and the northeast would be 
substantially blocked.  In addition, the eastern segment of the rail spur tracks, 
closest to Highway 1, are proposed to be constructed in an excavated area 
maintaining the approximately 94-foot elevation while the adjacent ground rises 
up eastward, resulting in the easternmost end of the tracks being approximately 
20 feet below the surrounding natural terrain.  This elevation difference, along 
with the required 10 to 20-foot tall mitigation berm, would combine for an 
approximately 30 to 40-foot tall earthen visual screen around the eastern end of 
the railroad spur.  This berm height in combination with the natural ridge to the 
north will be sufficient to reduce visibility of the project to a less than 
significant level for viewpoints from the east, including elevated viewpoints on 
Via Concha, Louise Lane, Eucalyptus Road, Thomas Court, and other viewing 
areas. 

The RDEIR Aesthetics section considers all public viewpoints surrounding the 
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project, and specifically addresses viewpoints associated with the developments 
east of Highway 1.  The project location was directly viewed and analyzed from 
each of these potential viewpoints.  The analysis, potential impacts and 
mitigation measures identified in the RDEIR Aesthetic section include and 
specifically address views from the residential and recreational developments 
east of Highway 1. 

Key Viewing Areas (KVAs) along Highway 1 provide a fair representation of 
how the majority of the public will experience the project.  Highway 1 has the 
greatest traffic volume, is the closest public roadway and is a primary regional 
and local transportation route.  KVAs along Highway 1 were positioned at 
major entrances to the Trilogy and other east side development to further 
increase their representative value.  KVA-2, at the intersection of Highway 1 
and Via Concha is at an elevation of approximately 200 feet above sea level.  
The closest residential street (and golf course) east of the project is at an 
elevation of approximately 235 feet above sea level.  Potential viewpoints along 
Louise Lane and Eucalyptus Road rise to approximately 250 feet above sea 
level. 

Although the 35 to 50-foot viewpoint elevation difference between Highway 1 
and the viewpoints to the east is not substantial when applied to the 0.5 to 1.5 
mile viewing distance, field analysis showed that some public viewpoints 
would have slightly increased visual exposure to the project compared to views 
from Highway 1.  This increased visual exposure would mostly occur through 
the 600-foot gap in the existing approximately one-mile long windrow of 
mature eucalyptus trees paralleling the east side of Highway 1.  The RDEIR 
analyzed views from these elevated viewpoints, and includes mitigation 
measures which would minimize visual impacts from these areas. 

In addition, field review showed that this somewhat increased exposure also 
includes greater visibility of the existing Santa Maria Refinery, coke processing 
facility, railroad tracks and other development.  As seen from these elevated 
locations the project would not block views of the Pacific Ocean, coastline, 
dunes, riparian corridors, or agricultural field patterns.  Direct observation 
showed that from the vast majority of potential public views within the 
developed and recreation areas east of Highway 1, views of the project would 
be substantially or completely blocked by some combination of intervening 
vegetation, landform, distance or existing residential and recreational 
development. 

The lighting associated with the unloading facility would be viewed at a 
distance of approximately 1.5 miles or more from viewpoints east of Highway 
1, and would be seen in the context of the Santa Maria Refinery immediately to 
the north.  In addition the unloading facility proposes a covered canopy over the 
majority of the area, which would decrease light-trespass.  Similar to the lack of 
visibility of the existing oil refinery’s illuminated ground-plane, intervening 
topography would block views of the illuminated ground-plane of the 
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unloading facility as seen from Highway 1 and the residential areas to the east.  
Although the unloading facility lights would introduce light into a new area, 
with applied mitigation measures they would not appear out of place given the 
relatively close proximity to the existing refinery and coke processing facility, 
which emits high levels of industrial lighting throughout the night, every night 
of the year. 

In addition to the applicant-proposed lighting features such as downward-
directed lights with fully shielded lenses, the RDEIR requires substantial 
mitigation measures that will minimize lighting impacts.  Mitigation measures 
include that the lighting plan be based on a photometric study prepared by a 
qualified engineer who is an active member of the Illuminating Engineering 
Society of North America (IESNA), using guidance and best practices endorsed 
by the International Dark Sky Association. 

Mitigation measures preclude illumination of adjacent slopes, prohibit 
placement of perimeter lights (which as previously described would be 15-feet 
tall) east of the screening berm (which as previously described would be 10 to 
20- feet tall), and require the use of motion detectors rather than being 
continuously on. 

Importantly, following project completion the RDEIR requires the preparation 
of a Lighting Evaluation Report for review and approval by the County 
Department of Planning and Building prepared by a qualified lighting engineer 
not involved in the design of the original lighting plan.  The Lighting 
Evaluation Report will conduct a comprehensive evaluation of in-place 
lighting, under all expected circumstances, and will require correction of any 
unexpected or residual lighting impacts based on direct observation of the 
completed project. The air quality mitigation that would limit rail car unloading 
from between 7 A.M. and 7 P.M. would also serve to reduce the nighttime 
lighting impacts to less than significant. 

WIJ-04 Offset credits are used in the EIR to mitigate the impacts of criteria pollutant 
emissions, which can contribute to the formation of ozone throughout the air 
district.  Emissions of toxic pollutants contribute to cancer risks and are 
generally more local impacts.  Emission credits are not proposed for these 
impacts.  The use of DPM credits was removed from the final EIR.  The 
mitigation measures for toxic impacts are to utilize Tier 4 locomotives, which 
are substantially cleaner than most locomotive currently operating and Tier 4 
locomotives are available in 2015.  However, this mitigation measure may be 
preempted by Federal requirements. 

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.  The SLOCAPCD has a well established program of credits for criteria 
pollutants and GHG which can be used to offset the emissions increases.  The 
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mitigation measures have been developed in coordination with the 
SLOCAPCD.  ERC are standard practice in many air districts state-wide to 
reduce the impacts of criteria pollutant emissions 
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