
Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marie Keefe
355 W Linden Ave
Burbank, CA 91506-3319
(818) 842-9233



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Pitts
1518 Christopher Way
Sacramento, CA 95819-4531
(916) 599-4329



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Suchecki
6024 Buckingham Pkwy Unit 21
Culver City, CA 90230-6828
(310) 337-0030



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Allen
34715 Twilight Way
Shingletown, CA 96088-9528
(530) 474-1669



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathleen Caffrey
883 Sonoma Ave Rear
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-4714
(707) 528-0887



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Porfido
3444 Tupelo Dr
Walnut Creek, CA 94598-2739



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Calderwood
PO Box 2244
Murphys, CA 95247-2244
(209) 728-1250



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Gomel
4321 52nd St Apt 321
San Diego, CA 92115-8704
(619) 578-2558



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Lac Megantic, Lynchburg and San Luis Obispo or Santa Maria--what do
they all have in common?  Tar sands, tragedy and
be-careful-what-you-wish-for.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Claassen
34615 Powerhouse Rd
Auberry, CA 93602-9608
(559) 855-5500



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank colletto
4207 Gertrude St
Simi Valley, CA 93063-2927



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Molly Lai
334 Barcelona Dr
Millbrae, CA 94030-1313
(650) 989-8307



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. U C Burton
171 Pier Ave # 207
Santa Monica, CA 90405-5311
(310) 916-9557



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Bishop
228 N 6th St
San Jose, CA 95112-5426
(408) 421-8250



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Fairchild
PO Box 1193
Inverness, CA 94937-1193



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Foulger
15374 Apache Rd
Apple Valley, CA 92307-3200



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jenny Blair
43691 Avenida Alicante
Palm Desert, CA 92211-8246
(760) 610-2033



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sheri Hill
2412 Locust St
Santa Maria, CA 93458-9015
(650) 654-9921



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Hathaway
5107 Passons Blvd Apt 313
Pico Rivera, CA 90660-2842



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Victor Carmichael
5005 Palmetto Ave
Pacifica, CA 94044-1052
(650) 991-7349



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gaile Carr
1821 Eddy Dr
Mount Shasta, CA 96067-9617
(530) 926-4923



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Toni Littlejohn
PO Box 276
Point Reyes Station, CA 94956-0276
(415) 663-1313



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tiffany Story
PO Box 1253
Summerland, CA 93067-1253



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Geoffrey Stradling
4644 White Oak Pl
Encino, CA 91316-4335



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Volpe
662 Moraga Way
Orinda, CA 94563-4243



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant
and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Rose
6813 Silkberry Ln
Goleta, CA 93117-5518
(805) 685-4344



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Sandra Rose
5566 Hillsdale Blvd
Sacramento, CA 95842-3355
(916) 601-6927



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We do not want dirty oil shipments going through California.  Oil
companies seem to own our politicians and this is morally wrong.  Lets
get strong and not allow more possible disasters and pollution in
California.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in



Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carole Ehrhardt
PO Box 243
Pebble Beach, CA 93953-0243



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Heinrich
21620 Bald Hill Rd
Fort Bragg, CA 95437-8110



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Annie Stenzel
1642 Butte St
Richmond, CA 94804-5214
(510) 525-7922



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Steponaitis
910 Geary St Apt 20
San Francisco, CA 94109-9000



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Valderama
PO Box 2142
Aptos, CA 95001-2142
(831) 662-0000



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gavin Gamboa
12926 Addison St
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-2216



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rob And Linda Seltzer
18408 Clifftop Way
Malibu, CA 90265-5630
(310) 752-6021



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Karl Schmitt
8 Rockrose Ct
Napa, CA 94558-6600
(773) 213-8025



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Weis
1551 W Flora Ave
Reedley, CA 93654-2742
(559) 743-7007



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanne France
PO Box 219
Whitmore, CA 96096-0219



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Blake
6985 Saint Helena Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-9696
(707) 538-9743



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Lopez
1745 Calle Poniente
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-4965
(805) 563-4410



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brad Meikle
60 Hillside Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-1105
(415) 609-4005



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lauren R & Gary E Ranz
224 Happy Hollow Ct
Lafayette, CA 94549-6243
(925) 274-9059



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Yefim Maizel
5025 Diamond Heights Blvd
San Francisco, CA 94131-1621



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Weinberg
14445 San Feliciano Dr
La Mirada, CA 90638-4341
(555) 555-5555



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Don & Marian Callahan
498 Murray Dr
El Cajon, CA 92020-4117
(619) 447-4258



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Oviatt
2514 Fair Oaks Blvd Apt 185
Sacramento, CA 95825-7658
(530) 798-1133



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jamie Peters
1385 Tourmaline St
San Diego, CA 92109-1916
(858) 337-4499



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Lawrence
410 44th Ave Apt 203
San Francisco, CA 94121-1404



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. R Chris Stune
61135 Esparta Ave
Whitewater, CA 92282-2713



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Rivas
21500 Lassen St
Chatsworth, CA 91311-4136
(818) 773-7446



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dorothy Whitmore
1860 Via Pacifica Apt 2213
Aptos, CA 95003-5877
(831) 708-2464



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Schlitz
1596 Molitor Rd
Belmont, CA 94002-3714
(650) 245-0646



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rose Cordova
3527 Capriole Rd
Riverside, CA 92503-4917
(951) 689-7906



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Angeli
11 Sheila Ct
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-4631
(925) 566-4843



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Potash
440 Sand Hill Cir
Menlo Park, CA 94025-7107
(650) 854-1098



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betty Winholtz
405 Acacia St
Morro Bay, CA 93442-2703



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank colletto
4207 Gertrude St
Simi Valley, CA 93063-2927



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kathy Stiles
215 Castillo St Apt 12
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-3872
(805) 687-6466



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heidi Nurse
6249 Cole Ave
Carmichael, CA 95608-4512
(916) 743-3159



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Parkins
4285 Gilbert St
Oakland, CA 94611-5115
(510) 653-1456



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sherry And George Davis
2310 Honey Springs Rd
Jamul, CA 91935-5002
(619) 468-3427



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michael And Audrey Kapitan
4 Quixote Ct
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-4311
(323) 254-9269



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Daniela Phayvanh
740 Coleman Ct
San Diego, CA 92154-2520



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

Nothing should get done unless it is 1000 per cent safe , verified by
outside safety specialists, then bonded and insured .

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Shahrokh Mirjahangir
21661 Brookhurst St Apt 26
Huntington Beach, CA 92646-8104
(714) 975-6489



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Wayman
2721 Highland Ave Apt B
National City, CA 91950-7464
(619) 434-6110



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tara Aarons
5839 Green Valley Cir
Culver City, CA 90230-6937
(310) 642-2721



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marie O'Rourke
124 Csm Dr
San Mateo, CA 94402-3601
(650) 345-8163



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ferdinand Brislawn
8 Fairview Ave
Piedmont, CA 94610-1016
(510) 658-6064



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Barnes
16020 Kings Creek Rd
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-9639



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cary Fischer
174 Guerrero St
San Francisco, CA 94103-1073
(510) 331-0506



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maeve Murphy
155 Canal St Apt 17
San Rafael, CA 94901-4347
(415) 785-7468



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Behr
11473 Chandler Blvd Apt 4
North Hollywood, CA 91601-2629



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Collinson
761 Tehama St
Apt 6
San Francisco, CA 94103-3869
(415) 863-6015



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Fetterman
29115 Loma Prieta Way
Los Gatos, CA 95033-8110
(408) 353-3882



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Aaron Senegal
1313 Mariposa St
Richmond, CA 94804-4934
(510) 234-5083



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Alley
3553 Atlantic Ave
# 353
Long Beach, CA 90807-5606
(562) 506-7225



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Eckes
19143 Crest Ave
Castro Valley, CA 94546-2816
(800) 555-1212



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ivan Scruby
2123 47th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-1546
(510) 332-2605



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Mew
605 Michael Ln
Lafayette, CA 94549-5328
xxxxxxxxxxxxxx



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Modlin
130 Moss Rock Ct
Folsom, CA 95630-1846



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wayne Gibb
8425 Spring Dr
Forestville, CA 95436-9378



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Olson
115 Valencia Ave
Aptos, CA 95003-4428
(831) 688-8523



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. M. Steere
8195 Park Ave
Forestville, CA 95436-9374



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jeannette Grant
PO Box 335
Occidental, CA 95465-0335
(707) 874-1813



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Norman And Pam Wyman
175 Robideaux Rd
Aptos, CA 95003-9758
(831) 662-3895



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janie Fox
512 Central Ave Apt B
Alameda, CA 94501-3717
(510) 217-8896



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tina Arnold
5739 Presley Way
Oakland, CA 94618-1632



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We're sick of your fuckin greedy crap!!!! You mongrels are destroying
this planet!!!
And it will bite you all in the end.I as a human am very angry that you
mother fuckers think for the rest of us,who actually care about this
world.I hope you are all destroyed with some kind of natural disaster
to end this shit once and for all.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Olaiz
PO Box 3279
Quail Valley, CA 92587-1279



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leda Contis
1931 Parker St
Berkeley, CA 94704-3206
(510) 843-7901



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Neal Lucas
5462 Adobe Falls Rd
San Diego, CA 92120-4489
(619) 564-6252



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Hammond
751 Brookwood Way
Chico, CA 95926-1732
(530) 899-8783



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Weiner
72 Gates St
San Francisco, CA 94110-5656
(415) 282-8871



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Boren
501 Guerrero St Apt 6
San Francisco, CA 94110-1046



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kat Burgess
18th Street
Santa Monica, CA 90404



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly Clouse
1875 Wharf Rd Apt 5
Capitola, CA 95010-2807



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adam Kaplan
1244 Victory Walk
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-1845



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Johnson
502 Rosecrans Ave Apt A
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-3473



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Pat Turney
4106 Amyx Ct
Hayward, CA 94542-1404
(987) 654-3211



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marian Cruz
905 Helen Dr
Hollister, CA 95023-6650
(831) 636-5321



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wendel Peterson
4353 W 5th St Apt I
Los Angeles, CA 90020-4577
(323) 683-5515



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Elizabeth Potter
251 Elysian Fields Dr
Oakland, CA 94605-5035
(510) 635-2257



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refiner is very troublesome. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. S. Cutuli
Preuss Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90035



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ana Chou
3256 Ramona St
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2944
(650) 856-7809



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lamar Olk
36160 Hilltop Ln
Gualala, CA 95445-9567



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eva Malhotra
336 Sturtevant Dr
Sierra Madre, CA 91024-1304
(562) 806-9400



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Shauinger
941 Oak St
San Francisco, CA 94117-2310
(415) 621-7264



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandi Covell
1183 Alemany Blvd
San Francisco, CA 94112-1401
xxx



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nathan Riding
1814 O St Apt 4
Sacramento, CA 95811-6177
(206) 409-5051



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Georgeann Hemingway-Proia
19 Serramar Dr
Oakland, CA 94611-1850



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lesley Bruns
6223 Kentland Ave
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-1722
(760) 934-0190



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As a fellow Californian, I am deeply concerned about the proposed
crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This
project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nicholas Cheranich
818 Lathrop St
Napa, CA 94558-5049
(707) 226-8168



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Bowers
341 36th Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-5516
(831) 476-9390



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Howard Labadie
35611 Red Rover Mine Rd
Acton, CA 93510-1177



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Mc Neil
27624 Cottonwood Ave
Moreno Valley, CA 92555-5606



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Brinkmann
5239 Calico Ave
Pico Rivera, CA 90660-2606



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Mcgibney
1177 3rd St
Los Osos, CA 93402-1113
(805) 534-9177



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eleanor Decker
PO Box 1168
Glen Ellen, CA 95442-1168
(707) 996-3507



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Marcia Sherman
521 N La Cumbre Rd Apt 42
Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1567
(805) 687-7218



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Laszlo Kurucz
26571 Normandale Dr Apt 25j
Lake Forest, CA 92630-7971



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Searle
7322 Quill Dr Apt 140
Downey, CA 90242-2043
(562) 415-8990



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Gale Kirk
20242 Bayview Ave
Newport Beach, CA 92660-0708
(949) 892-9784



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kaci B
413 S Central Ave
Glendale, CA 91204-1640



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gilly Lloyd
1321 Plymouth Ave
San Francisco, CA 94112-1240
(415) 337-0515



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jody Hansell
3400 Richmond Pkwy
Richmond, CA 94806-5207



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Charles Schnell
9621 Mormon Creek Rd
Sonora, CA 95370-8028



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Brand
827 Standish Rd
Pacifica, CA 94044-4156
(650) 359-1548



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Oster
19421 8th Pl
Escondido, CA 92029-8127
(760) 746-9039



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Hayes
1504 Dudley Pl
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-4526
(707) 849-8228



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Cachopo
2337 Harrison St
Santa Clara, CA 95050-4416
(408) 248-5992



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Walt Burkhard
13645 Pine Needles Dr
Del Mar, CA 92014-3325
(858) 481-7315



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marjorie Shepherdson
105 W Sola St Apt 104
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-3006
(805) 965-5539



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Imran Mirdad
1215 33rd Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-1302



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Rosen Leib
455 Barbara Ave
Solana Beach, CA 92075-1201
(858) 259-9050



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Yarbrough
574 Garfield Ave
South Pasadena, CA 91030-2254
(626) 403-2538



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jacqueline Cochrane
2103 Curtis Ave Apt 2
Redondo Beach, CA 90278-2045
.



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Bhavani Param
951 Hastings Dr
Concord, CA 94518-3821
(925) 798-8826



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Carol Klammer
5480 Vicente Way
Oakland, CA 94609-1933
(508) 237-3883



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jan Kampa
3120 Hardin Way
Soquel, CA 95073-2739



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adam Albonni
1949 Chestnut St Apt 304
San Francisco, CA 94123-2836



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Helen Pitton
2464 Pierce Ave
Cambria, CA 93428-4918



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Barbara Ward
41 Van Ripper Ln
Orinda, CA 94563-1117
(925) 254-1511



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Thomas Andrae
1623 Delaware St
Berkeley, CA 94703-1210
(510) 549-3802



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Shepp
10420 Golden Pine Rd
Truckee, CA 96161-3152
(530) 582-8489



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marianne Slaughter
1656 Riente St
Camarillo, CA 93010-1050



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Scott
19641 Powder Horn Rd
Hidden Valley Lake, CA 95467-8717
(707) 355-9112



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Orahood
31340 Cottontail Ln
Bonsall, CA 92003-4607



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Albert Johnson
4536 Alcorn Dr
La Canada, CA 91011-1929
(818) 952-5402



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karina Oleynikov
7015 De Celis Pl
Van Nuys, CA 91406-3702



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Toni Moore
1631 N Allen Ave
Pasadena, CA 91104-1651
(626) 345-1997



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Cronin
7731 Bently Ave
Garden Grove, CA 92841-3055
(714) 230-0809



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Barry Oselett
825 Second St
Lakeport, CA 95453-4512



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Robyn Botsch
4605 Governor Dr Unit 213
San Diego, CA 92122-3051



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Fred Irwin
2510 Nelson Ave # 3
Redondo Beach, CA 90278-2513
(310) 371-7302



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Herb Maintzer
7 Los Flores Ave
South San Francisco, CA 94080-2237
(650) 583-7969



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beatrice Tocher
591 Appleberry Dr
San Rafael, CA 94903-1201
(415) 472-1855



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James And Nancy Howard
2579 Stansberry Way
Sacramento, CA 95826-2122
(916) 362-7764



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Loverme
1624 Wayne Ave
South Pasadena, CA 91030-4933



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marlene Perl
766 27th St
San Francisco, CA 94131-1813
(415) 285-1805



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Hunter
38 Stanislaus Ave
Oakdale, CA 95361-3451
(209) 847-5436



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tamar Rein
1318 Clara Ln
Davis, CA 95618-1457



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Weed
1515 Geary Rd Apt 116
Walnut Creek, CA 94597-2761
(925) 946-0553



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Domenico
400 43rd Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-1516
(415) 336-8419



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

This is a bad idea.  When are we going to learn?

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Abrahamson
20683 Waalew Rd Spc 86
Apple Valley, CA 92307-1091
(760) 810-0038



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dial Hoang
225 Celedon St Apt 219b
Davis, CA 95616-7403
(714) 467-9415



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Bine
339 San Rafael Ave
Belvedere Tiburon, CA 94920-2333



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Herbert Myers
2180 Monterey Ave
Menlo Park, CA 94025-6542
(650) 854-1447



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Duggan
7345 June Bug Ln
Vacaville, CA 95688-9311



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Stallone
1294 Mildred Ave
San Jose, CA 95125-3833
(408) 448-1276



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christian Nelson
890 Golf Club Rd
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-1104
(530) 274-3387



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David And Marcy Sookne
4802 Hollow Corner Rd Unit 118
Culver City, CA 90230-8548



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Perren
510 The Village Unit 303
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-2756
(310) 798-4876



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am DEEPLY CONCERNED ABOUT the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also CLEAR that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Annette Pirrone
1628 San Anselmo Ave
San Anselmo, CA 94960-1848
(415) 456-4841



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Schachter
74 Poppy Rd
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-9618



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Jah
536 Mason St Apt 305
San Francisco, CA 94102-1205



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Schulmeyer
2549 Buena Flores
Fallbrook, CA 92028-4512
(928) 234-7385



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margarita Perez
13859 Graber Ave
Sylmar, CA 91342-2623
(818) 364-1440



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Hunt
PO Box 1397
Gualala, CA 95445-1397
(707) 884-1162



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Charlsey Cartwright
1201 58th Ave
Sacramento, CA 95831-3103
(916) 400-3632



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Ford
178 Manfre Rd
Watsonville, CA 95076-2018
(831) 722-8021



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judie VL
15025 Two Bar Rd
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-9720



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Fite
4719 Hillside Dr
Castro Valley, CA 94546-1406



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roberta Lafrance
586 Lewis Ave
San Leandro, CA 94577-2132
(415) 509-3583



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Iris And Ed Edinger
5534 Pattilar Ave
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-4048
(818) 883-4723



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Barron
55 Quail Dr
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-9756



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Zoglin
PO Box 1009
Forestville, CA 95436-1009
(707) 887-7476



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margrit Spear
PO Box 711
Jamul, CA 91935-0711



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Rivera
305 Princehouse Ln
Encinitas, CA 92024-2835



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John And Diane Rice
3084 Buena Vista Way
Berkeley, CA 94708-2020
(510) 649-8168



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mark Swoiskin
655 Redwood Hwy Frontage Rd
Mill Valley, CA 94941-3034
(415) 384-0612



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Barry Fitzgerald
15245 Upper Ellen Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95033-7813
(408) 353-2221



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Richard Nelesen
8945 Lemon Ave
La Mesa, CA 91941-5427
(619) 871-3285



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Harralson
3629 Lankershim Blvd
Hollywood, CA 90068-1217



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carole Gillin
725 Chantry Cir
Simi Valley, CA 93065-5548
(805) 579-8873



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Roberta Kansteiner
190 Canyon Acres Dr
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-1104
(714) 724-8057



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Mihay
785 Cabrillo Pl
Morro Bay, CA 93442-2825
(805) 772-5225



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lynn Sentenn
1626 Wardman Dr
Brea, CA 92821-1849
(626) 795-5995



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Roberta Millstein
562 Reed Dr
Davis, CA 95616-1807



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen Mehler
415 Avenida Castilla Unit B
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-8729
(949) 951-3557



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Crum
PO Box 930
Fillmore, CA 93016-0930



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Morris
1316 Muir St
Napa, CA 94559-4338
(707) 224-2747



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheila Gholson
2271 Dartmouth St
Palo Alto, CA 94306-1252
(650) 424-8092



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bart Lounsbury
17055 Broadway Ter
Oakland, CA 94611-1032



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Lee
8860 Cerritos Ave Apt 9
Anaheim, CA 92804-5728



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Clemons
3056 Walgrove Way
San Jose, CA 95128-4041



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Kimbrough
5129 Goodland Ave
Valley Village, CA 91607-2915
(818) 755-0732



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am a retired social worker, I live in a small town in southern
Califirnia. My house is two blocks away from the railroad tracks. There
is the town's best meat marjet just on the other side of the tracks.  I
don't even want to think how tragic it will be for for us as a
community If we experience a railroad accident like the ones that have
happenned throughout our country. We have enough pollution as it is, I
don't want to be subjected to a situation like the one in Virginia and
other parts.
I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.
This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.



Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carmen Lima
13223 11th St
Chino, CA 91710-4235
(909) 627-0906



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Kuo
10 Hemway Ter
San Francisco, CA 94117-1222
(415) 752-2926



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloriamarie Amalfitano
2205 Judson St
San Diego, CA 92111-6266
(858) 565-4522



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Gold
2901a Sir Francis Drake Blvd
Fairfax, CA 94930-1344
(415) 454-2113



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Thornton
359 63rd St
Oakland, CA 94618-1257



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Beverly Farr
359 Cambridge Dr
Goleta, CA 93117-2143
(805) 964-3977



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

California already faces environmental challenges.
I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Catherine Dean
27325 Murrieta Oaks Ave
Murrieta, CA 92562-4384



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gayl Hunter
431 S Burnside Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90036-5370



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joanne Rose Pennington
2603 Calle Del Comercio Apt D
San Clemente, CA 92672-3368
(949) 276-4292



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Sarricks
PO Box 452
Running Springs, CA 92382-0452
(909) 867-7981



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Cosby
1388 Marron Valley Rd
Dulzura, CA 91917-2112



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Lloyd
4924 Jensen Hollow Rd
Placerville, CA 95667-8439
(530) 621-4070



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Liz Caine
2254 San Antonio Ave Apt 2
Alameda, CA 94501-4947



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Skinner
157 Drakewood Pl
Novato, CA 94947-4681
(415) 892-2676



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stanley Gross
546 Edinburgh St
San Mateo, CA 94402-2241
(650) 348-7588



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gail Alford
5420 Corbett Cir
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-8057
888888888



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jeffrey Jenkins
210 Gunsmoke Dr
Diamond Bar, CA 91765-1256
(909) 861-6980



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Pat Steele
9461 Charleville Blvd
Beverly Hills, CA 90212-3017



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaret Wessels
58 Primrose St
Aptos, CA 95003-5927
(408) 246-1317



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Goodrich
2840 Honolulu Ave
Verdugo City, CA 91046-1002



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Pennington
798 Post St Apt 500
San Francisco, CA 94109-6119
(415) 441-1128



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Krausz
57 Mercury Ave
Belvedere Tiburon, CA 94920-1344
(415) 789-0165



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Vineyard
1827 Uccello Ave
Modesto, CA 95354-2937
(209) 529-3130



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Greta Factor
2143 Norse Dr
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-1823



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaret Cole
14500 Fruitvale Ave Apt 2259
Saratoga, CA 95070-6179



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gail Caswell
839 Post St Apt 208
San Francisco, CA 94109-6047
(415) 474-4248



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nina Sagheb
8515 Costa Verde Blvd
San Diego, CA 92122-1130
(858) 490-0113



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Peter & Carol Krok
718 Sherwood St
Redlands, CA 92373-5739
(909) 793-9919



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Denise Schryver
4150 Templeton Rd
Atascadero, CA 93422-4593



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Dugaw
385 Ogle St # C
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-3207



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Campagna
36 Astoria Cir
Petaluma, CA 94954-4616
(707) 778-6171



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosemary Nelson
3548 Cody Way
Sacramento, CA 95864-1535
(916) 978-0719



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurie Eisler
8252 Windmill Farms Dr
Cotati, CA 94931-4565
(707) 794-7966



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Wilkerson
3630 Texas St
San Diego, CA 92104-4044



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurie Barlow
2434 Sherwood Rd
San Marino, CA 91108-2842
(626) 286-3255



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phil Nisperos
1504 W Monterey Ave
Stockton, CA 95204-4237



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Balgrosky Hinshaw
400 W Ocean View Ave
Del Mar, CA 92014-3632
(858) 350-8022



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Petroni
823 Lexington Ave
El Cerrito, CA 94530-2824



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Mack
1111 Hope Way
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-2811
(831) 476-2201



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gayle O'Hara
1207 Herbazal St
Sonoma, CA 95476-8331
(707) 935-0587



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kris Kargo
2411 Parker St
Berkeley, CA 94704-2811
(510) 549-1325



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Colin Ramsay
253 Florence Ave
Sebastopol, CA 95472-3736
(707) 829-7514



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Peter And Holly Fuhrer
211 Tustin Ave
Newport Beach, CA 92663-4704



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joyce Pennell
2127 Ticonderoga Dr
San Mateo, CA 94402-4021
(650) 345-2001



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Burch
1023 W 24th St Apt 6
San Pedro, CA 90731-5247
(310) 291-4728



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am very concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Philippe Jamotte
1136 Grand St
Redwood City, CA 94061-2207



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Walsh
315 W Cedar Ave
Burbank, CA 91506-2510



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phillip Cripps
35898 Calle Raphael
Cathedral City, CA 92234-7932



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Frazer
668 39th St
Sacramento, CA 95816-3937



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Rosenbrock
Crow Canyon Rd
Castro Valley, CA 94552-4602
(510) 123-4567



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Diana Kostka
1627 Yale Ct
Auburn, CA 95603-2998
(530) 888-6557



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Wessinger
36 Augusta
Irvine, CA 92620-3282
(949) 559-0902



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Lasarow
11623 Canton Pl
Studio City, CA 91604-4164
(818) 761-6214



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lea Yancey
3317 Florida St
Oakland, CA 94602-3850



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laurie Bramlage
113 S Mary Ave Apt 111
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-5854



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hector Rojas
PO Box 3191
Salinas, CA 93912-3191



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Norma Dettamanti
2831 Carson St
Redwood City, CA 94061-1904
(650) 365-6661



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I live within a third of a mile of the railroad tracks that will carry
the 2 trains per day from the proposed Phillips refinery. At least 3
more trains from other refineries will be on that route. This will
result in 5 mile long trains carrying ultra hazardous bakken and tar
sands crude in flimsy obsolete cars coming through Sacramento EVERY
DAY. ( These tank cars are notorious for their vulnerability to
puncture, roll over, and otherwise fail. It will be 6 years before the
U.S. Department of transportation has new safety rules implemented
Meanwhile we are all at enormous risk of death or serious injury not to
mention loss of our homes..) These bomb trains are already hazardous at
2 per week. The enormous increase in sheer numbers will almost
guarantee that an a spark or full out explosion will take place
somewhere with greater frequency. In California's drought conditions
even a small spark could start a fire that would consume much of the
town of Sacramento. When I stand on the tracks at 28th and C street, I
can see that if I hit a home run, it would hit any number of
houses--that's how close these bomb trains are to residents' homes. I
am frankly terrified that I and my loved ones will be blasted out of my
home or incinerated in it.  I've even considered moving--after 25 years
here--but why should I have to move just so a greedy oil company can
make more profit than its already mind boggling profit. PLEASE
REPRESENT WE THE PEOPLE__NOT GREEDY CORPORATIONS WHOSE ONLY PURPOSE IS
PROFIT AT EVERYONE ELSE'S EXPENSE. I AGREE WITH THE REST OF THE
STATEMENT BELOW.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil



train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Ellen Rein
2704 E St
Sacramento, CA 95816-3222
(916) 442-7704



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Elder
4022 Braeburn Way
Los Angeles, CA 90027-1308



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eduardo Ramirez
32992 Rossman Cir
Temecula, CA 92592-1120



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Simone Schad
844 Bonita Dr
Encinitas, CA 92024-3803
(858) 481-2311



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynne Preston
Rhode Island St.
San Francisco, CA 94107
(415) 821-7845



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kate Sullivan
2487 Highland Ave
Altadena, CA 91001-2550



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wilhelm Kapp
363 Moreton Bay Ln Unit 1
Goleta, CA 93117-6244
(805) 683-4445



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Casini
85 2nd St
San Francisco, CA 94105-3459
(415) 977-5651



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. walter brown
PO Box 2532
Palm Desert, CA 92261-2532



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Victor De Vlaming
3942 Terra Vista Way
Sacramento, CA 95821-2936
(916) 718-8290



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Williams
PO Box 426
Ben Lomond, CA 95005-0426
(831) 336-8725



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Stanley
17105 Oaktree Ln
Sonora, CA 95370-9104
(209) 532-8646



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nicki Smith
1256 Forest Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94301-3034
(650) 325-4548



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Glenis Croucher
PO Box 23887
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-0887



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christian Colvin
199 Fremont St
San Francisco, CA 94105-2245
(415) 957-1800



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ali Ballou
PO Box 611976
San Jose, CA 95161-1976



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shereen Hawkins
18312 Manitoba Ln
Huntington Beach, CA 92648-1423



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Doug Howard
2671 W Pueblo Ave
Napa, CA 94558-4347
(707) 255-6407



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jay Price
2954 51st St
San Diego, CA 92105-4813
(619) 602-6859



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Raybee
12773 Pine Ave
Potter Valley, CA 95469-9708



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Don't give in to big oil!!  Save California!!

Sincerely,

Ms. Phyllis Pircher
4852 Ocean View Blvd
La Canada, CA 91011-1234
(818) 248-4564



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Meyers
PO Box 423
Capitola, CA 95010-0423



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Graves
11501 Mid Mountain Rd
Potter Valley, CA 95469-9736
(707) 743-2456



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Sanocki
18342 E Woodcroft St
Azusa, CA 91702-5842
(626) 974-6906



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Le
348 Bonita Ave
San Jose, CA 95116-2896



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Amanda Temple
65 Minuet Pl
Oak View, CA 93022-9603



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick and Sharon Norlund
PO Box 162
Durham, CA 95938-0162
(626) 350-1475



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Loren Hall
7330 Hayden Ave
Sebastopol, CA 95472-4361
(707) 861-9418



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Andrews
1025 Laurent St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-2505



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lois Simonds
6392 Claremont Ave
Richmond, CA 94805-2039
(510) 232-8360



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Parsons
104 Claremont Ave
South San Francisco, CA 94080-1618
(650) 873-2495



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Zora Kolkey
PO Box 640484
San Francisco, CA 94164-0484
(415) 474-6707



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joyce Roy
258 Mather St
Oakland, CA 94611-5155
(510) 655-7508



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Omar Mian
400 Russell Park
Davis, CA 95616-5151
(916) 521-9541



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shoshanah McKnight
324 Berkeley Way
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-1054
(831) 234-4686



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen White
4721 Selkirk St
Fremont, CA 94538-1978
(510) 683-9173



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Mark, Md
10 Holyrood Mnr
Oakland, CA 94611-2545
(510) 531-1471



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Syer
22 Roanoke St
San Francisco, CA 94131-3048



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Forsyth
318 12th St
Arcata, CA 95521-5914
(707) 826-2417



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Perry Kesterson
17582 New York House Rd
Brownsville, CA 95919-9776
(530) 675-9519



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Mirijanian
5616 Tyrone Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91401-4626



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Helen Williamson
357 Nile St
Nevada City, CA 95959-2825
(530) 265-5839



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Spears
930 43rd Ave Apt 24
Sacramento, CA 95831-1363
(530) 647-1588



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Samuel Durkin
5048 Lakeview Cir
Fairfield, CA 94534-7400
(707) 864-6599



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Ducey
PO Box 845
Woodacre, CA 94973-0845



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tracy McCowan
14033 Gard Ave
Norwalk, CA 90650-3875



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rosa Baeza
19556 Hart St
Reseda, CA 91335-3627
(818) 996-0821



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

The more we let these corporate polluters get away with the more they
will persist in destroying our environment for the betterment of their
bottom line! We can no longer suffer the effects of the greed of those
who put their personal profit over the health of our people and our
planet!

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and



Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Eaton
10440 Wilsey Ave
Tujunga, CA 91042-1836



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Syd Rumford
4746 Hazelbrook Ave
Long Beach, CA 90808-1025
(562) 420-9123



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kate Boxeth
1805 Donner Ave Apt 3
Davis, CA 95618-0366
(503) 799-7451



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Liana Olson
PO Box 623
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-0623



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. German Cediel
556 Wildcat Canyon Rd
Berkeley, CA 94708-1229
(510) 508-9069



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melanie Hoffman
1490 Las Lunas St
Pasadena, CA 91106-1257
(626) 796-1163



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stuart Chambers
2257 Maroel Dr
San Jose, CA 95130-2050



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Danny Estrella
114 Kent Rd
Pacifica, CA 94044-3957



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Denise Lenardson
8772 1/2 Wyngate St
Sunland, CA 91040-1916
(818) 957-0261



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kate Lunn
269 Aspen St
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420-3074



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelsey Tupper
9266 Regents Rd Apt F
La Jolla, CA 92037-9134
(405) 250-4370



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

In addition to the message below, I urge you to consider the wisdom of
the Iroquois ("Seven Generations"):

"Look and listen for the welfare of the whole people and have always in
view not only the present but also the coming generations, even those
whose faces are yet beneath the surface of the ground  the unborn of
the future Nation."
__________________________________________________________

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's



efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

For the children,

Sincerely,

Ms. Michele Halligan
2581 California Park Dr
Chico, CA 95928-4012



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Mora
863 Chapman Ave
Pasadena, CA 91103-2925



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deborah Denker
2546 Victoria Ave
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-5719
(805) 549-9026



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dorothy Schwartz
21 Villa Ct
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-7722



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Cecena
18951 Malkoha St
Perris, CA 92570-6550
(714) 365-0419



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Jordan
2340 Harper St
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-3129
(831) 475-3178



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Perkins
PO Box 178
Talmage, CA 95481-0178
(707) 462-0444



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Please consider the impacts this crude will have on the environment
even if it not spilled en route; CLIMATE CHANGE.
We are deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin & Colleen McCoy
PO Box 277
Gualala, CA 95445-0277



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Harpe
1744 257th St
Lomita, CA 90717-2716



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Lenihan
2951 Derby St Apt 206
Berkeley, CA 94705-1355
(510) 666-0818



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ana Dotcheva
772 Clementina St
San Francisco, CA 94103-3813



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Leigh Clark
16349 Los Alimos St
Granada Hills, CA 91344-6858
(818) 366-4722



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Wachtel
33560 Simpson Rd
Fort Bragg, CA 95437-8525
(707) 962-9301



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anna Janakiraman
1998 Deodara Dr
Los Altos, CA 94024-7054
(650) 210-8596



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amber Sims
803 Fawn Pl
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2421



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Elizabeth Sowa
900 E Stanley Blvd Unit 273
Livermore, CA 94550-4250
(925) 373-0870



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karin Toth
15 Georgetown
Irvine, CA 92612-2673
(949) 836-2672



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Edith Drobny
632 Hawthorne Ave
Los Altos, CA 94024-3120
(650) 949-3630



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Mayer
13779 Oro Grande St
Sylmar, CA 91342-2209



I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 
to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project creates 
significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our communities and our 
climate.

Tar sands means more carbon pollution. At every stage of the mining, 
transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 
intensive than other sources of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
disruption.

Say NO to the Phillips 66 oil train proposal.

Stephan Devis
4754 W 132nd St
Hawthorne, CA 90250



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. miki takada
2074 Bluebell Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-2518



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carlena Wike
38 Collins Pl
Woodland, CA 95776-9339



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dolores Pena-Davis
2407 Ivy Pl
Fullerton, CA 92835-3012



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Barrymore
730 Bair Island Rd
Apt 100
Redwood City, CA 94063-5525



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Baker
286 Whitworth St
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-1825
(805) 300-7965



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Fahey
18400 Collins St Apt 38
Tarzana, CA 91356-2329
No calls



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Branstetter
1285 Cerro Vista Dr
Applegate, CA 95703



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Wallaert
1535 Crane Ter
Ukiah, CA 95482-7910
(707) 462-7370



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tony whetstone
7035 Maita Cir
Sacramento, CA 95820-2113



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kim King
157 Sunnyglen Dr
Vallejo, CA 94591-7553



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melissa Ott
1425 Broadway
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-2510



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Gang
381 Cleveland Ave
Petaluma, CA 94952-1703



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Geller
2549 Eastbluff Dr
# 438
Newport Beach, CA 92660-3500
(714) 292-2352



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James R Monroe
5521 Michigan Blvd
Concord, CA 94521-4041
(925) 969-0808



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Leslie Spoon
1298 Ramona Ave
Los Osos, CA 93402-1863



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. D. Singer
1233 P.
Oakland, CA 94607-1460



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Bettencourt
PO Box 2784
Arnold, CA 95223-2784
(408) 309-4309



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nga nguyen
308 N Bushnell Ave
Alhambra, CA 91801-2002
(62^) 282 -9768



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Holly Wallace
3 Highland Blvd
Kensington, CA 94707-1029
(510) 684-8272



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Drew Irby
26855 Via San Jose
Mission Viejo, CA 92691-1812
(949) 588-5458



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debby McAllister
PO Box 3058
Lake Arrowhead, CA 92352-3058



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Megan lindahl
619 18th St
Oakland, CA 94612-1324



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Colleen Harrison
2264 Windward Ln
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-4220



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly Vespa
24383 Mariposa Ave
Tehachapi, CA 93561-6314
(949) 241-7760



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Claudia McDonagh
5057 August Ct
Castro Valley, CA 94546-2521



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vinita Chhugani
25153 Soto Rd
Hayward, CA 94544-2340
(510) 470-3390



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Elizabeth Nash
2900 Portage Bay W
Davis, CA 95616-2877



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheila Butler
1005 Peterson Ranch Rd
Templeton, CA 93465-9091



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. katherine vincent
211 Rheem Blvd
Orinda, CA 94563-3622



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Wilson
PO Box 7516
Spreckels, CA 93962-7516
(831) 484-9728



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Spicer
13921 Mauve Dr
North Tustin, CA 92705-2649



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lynne Jett
1830 Montgomery Dr
Vista, CA 92084-7630



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Russell
2023 Folsom St Apt 9
San Francisco, CA 94110-1343
(415) 552-5515



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Moore
4425 E Galeano St
Long Beach, CA 90815-2710
(310) 754-9640



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brendan Park
31623 Baez Cir
Winchester, CA 92596-8554
(951) 926-0929



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Darlene Norwood
630 Peridot Pl
Fairfield, CA 94534-4156
(661) 265-5427



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandra Garratt
140 Tamarisk Rd
Palm Springs, CA 92262-5756
(760) 548-0704



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Yelverton
7234 Annapolis Way
Fontana, CA 92336-0856



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Azarello
6044 Arosa St
San Diego, CA 92115-3809
(619) 955-8677



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Long
857 South Rd
Belmont, CA 94002-2231
(650) 832-1003



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Alarcon
2235 Cedar Ave
Long Beach, CA 90806-4205



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Castro
3565 Linden Ave Unit 323
Long Beach, CA 90807-4530
(562) 424-3033



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sonja Bjornsen
6 Coco Pl
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-4642
(310) 648-9912



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nell Said
61 Edgewood
Irvine, CA 92618-3994



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Allen
2511 Hearst Ave Apt 305
Berkeley, CA 94709-1133



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Lanford
10 Gardenside Dr Apt 6
San Francisco, CA 94131-1471



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Monique Agia
222 S Helix Ave Apt 3
Solana Beach, CA 92075-1814
(619) 279-1763



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jinx Hydeman
18806 Vista Modjeska Rd
Trabuco Canyon, CA 92679-1108
(949) 888-5134



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James & Denise Comiskey
1963 Wavecrest Ave
Mckinleyville, CA 95519-3383



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Lankford
37649 Early Ln
Murrieta, CA 92563-4767
(951) 461-1683



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Donaldson
PO Box 3215
Grass Valley, CA 95945-3215
(530) 555-1212



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John And Ann Kadyk
1060 Mariposa Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-2444



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Oliver Seely
3308 Fairman St
Lakewood, CA 90712-3421
(562) 425-0155



Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 
unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 
not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 
it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 
rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 
past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 
from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 
data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 
old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 
accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 
project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 
100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 
order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 
water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 
threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 
analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 
unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 
communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 
admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 
respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 
carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 
derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 
could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 
risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 
proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 
toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 
tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 
the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 
approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 
decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 
project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 
transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 
intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 
spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 
our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jared Babula
125 Knollwood Dr
San Rafael, CA 94901-1518
(707) 332-2753



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sherry Dunn
10366 Bar Hill Rd
Penn Valley, CA 95946-8953
(530) 432-9820



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Cheesman
1111 Garcia Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93103-2127



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank B. Anderson
515 N Meyler St
San Pedro, CA 90731-1840
(310) 833-9113



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Reed Williams
259 Granada Ave
Long Beach, CA 90803-5521



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Lee
3124 Harpers Ferry Dr
Stockton, CA 95219-3729
(831) 801-5079



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Creamer
1112 S Meyler St Apt 8
San Pedro, CA 90731-3569



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Fredrickson
15935 Turquoise Pl
Grass Valley, CA 95945-8870
(530) 272-1229



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Gentner
2201 Laguna St Apt 501
San Francisco, CA 94115-1918
(415) 525-3238



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. George Kauffman
1609 E Quincy Ave
Fresno, CA 93720-2309
(559) 323-9123



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betty Sorrentino
1490 Descanso St Apt 4
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-6155
(805) 549-9907



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Flinders
327 Lincoln Ave
Cotati, CA 94931-4485
(707) 793-9548



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Dimatteo
236 Kalmia St Apt 107
San Diego, CA 92101-1541
(619) 234-0236



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Erica Stanojevic
540 S 15th St
San Jose, CA 95112-2365
(408) 202-6430



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Noelle Prince
6656 Salizar St
San Diego, CA 92111-3244
(858) 278-3333



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Kaylor
100 Towne Ter
Los Gatos, CA 95032-7353
(408) 402-3815



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vicki Gold
2102 Tanager Ln
Mount Shasta, CA 96067-9730
(530) 926-4206



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Herbert Boss
235 Andover Dr
Claremont, CA 91711-1803
(909) 621-0015



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Day
2920 Alexander Rd
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-4120
(949) 555-1212



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Aagaard
2084 Shady Brook Ct
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-1378



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Smrdeli
2165 Hoover Dr
Santa Clara, CA 95051-1816
(408) 296-6154



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janis Andersen
2628 Worden St Unit 145
San Diego, CA 92110-5839
(619) 981-1646



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Bacallao
3103 La Costa Ave
Carlsbad, CA 92009-7523
(760) 633-3103



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Ingrid Brewer
4991 Read Rd
Moorpark, CA 93021-8763
no



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Brenda Haig
45 65th Pl
Long Beach, CA 90803-5678
(562) 438-2182



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Walker
6731 Marietta Ave
Garden Grove, CA 92845-2920



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Lihosit
8434 Via Sonoma Unit 65
La Jolla, CA 92037-2722
(619) 542-1676



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Phyllis Grove
421 Nevada St
San Francisco, CA 94110-6123



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Bailey
3 Cliffside Dr
Daly City, CA 94015-1042
(650) 757-1714



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Danner
680 Count Fleet Ct
Morgan Hill, CA 95037-5907
(408) 778-2790



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ursula Noto
1717 Scott Rd Apt N
Burbank, CA 91504-3878
(818) 559-7509



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chelsea Swick
440 Solaris Ln
Bayside, CA 95524-9066
(707) 382-8196



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kenneth Watts
17410 Stagg St
Northridge, CA 91325-4533



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gerry Royse
2828 Sweet Way
Sacramento, CA 95821-5841



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shari Petrie
5407 Cold Springs Dr
Foresthill, CA 95631-9203
(530) 367-2867



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Denise Falconer
1610 Central Ave
Alameda, CA 94501-2560



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Witecki
1861 Poggi St
Alameda, CA 94501-1879
(510) 421-7203



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Dexter
286 Shoreline Hwy
Mill Valley, CA 94941-3624



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

If i was in an area where there is a spill I would be incredibly ill
and would have to abandon the area. I am chemically sensitive and so
are many thousands of people all over the country. Enough already. We
and the planet need clean energy. can't you understand this i an
obsolete and unsustainable model. We can do much better!

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and



Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Serena Castaldi
PO Box 978
Bolinas, CA 94924-0978
(415) 868-1018



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tiffany Garofalo
1521 3rd Ave Apt 310
Oakland, CA 94606-1766
(415) 846-2114



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. E. Carden
4424 Anza St
San Francisco, CA 94121-2712
(415) 668-8114



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Smith
5009 Hemlock St
Sacramento, CA 95841-3013
(916) 331-3384



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rudolf Beran
693 Comet Dr
Foster City, CA 94404-1705
(650) 863-5338



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We are concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

The planning department should examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo
proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa
Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA.
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them to
refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution for
families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, we urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike & Barbara Sentovich
11642 Wallingsford Rd
Los Alamitos, CA 90720-3845
(562) 430-8209



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Harmon
412 N Fulton St
Ojai, CA 93023-2813
(805) 640-0381



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeremy Lyons
1009 N Harper Ave
West Hollywood, CA 90046-5934
(310) 625-8910



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Lindsay Petterson
6344 Beech Ct
Pleasanton, CA 94588-3919
(925) 426-9161



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stephen & Ellen Rosenblum
212 Santa Rita Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94301-3939
(408) 284-0296



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mimi Katz
505 Sn Pasqul Vly Rd Unit 201
Escondido, CA 92027-3975



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Rossi
125 Howard Ave
Los Osos, CA 93402-2337



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ryan Lyeth
714 Sanns Ln
Healdsburg, CA 95448-3549



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jessica Denham
16233 Napa St
North Hills, CA 91343-5709
(707) 486-8131



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Erlene Benevento
3300 W Cherry Ave
Visalia, CA 93277-5902
(559) 732-8463



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debbie Schmidt
4083 W Avenue L # 168
Lancaster, CA 93536-4202
(661) 718-8448



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Doug Di Giovanni
427 Rand St
San Mateo, CA 94401-3062



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jackie Mcdonald
21401 Sharp Rd
Perris, CA 92570-8247
(951) 657-9275



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Spencer
6201 Emerald Lake Ave
San Diego, CA 92119-3332
(619) 462-1909



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Walsh
807 Cabrillo St
San Francisco, CA 94118-3606
(415) 752-0135



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nance Robertson
1010 Emma Dr
Cardiff By The Sea, CA 92007-1413
(760) 942-1601



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Heileman
1268 64th St # B
Emeryville, CA 94608-1105
(510) 601-5142



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane Hay
467 Weymouth St
Cambria, CA 93428-2333
(805) 927-3590



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vickie Rozell
720 Ivy Dr
Menlo Park, CA 94025-1556



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. D. Rowe
2118 Wilshire Blvd
Santa Monica, CA 90403-5704
(310) 394-1667



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patty Green
5917 Shirley Ave
Carmichael, CA 95608-6416
(916) 919-7907



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Wayne
xxx
xxx, CA 92354



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cailin Swarm
860 33rd St Apt 4
Oakland, CA 94608-4340
(206) 310-6998



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Yvonne Campbell
1385 Serena Cir Unit 1
Chula Vista, CA 91910-8637



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Smith
59 Harvey Ct
Irvine, CA 92617-4071
(949) 824-7292



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kim Aikawa-Olin
4218 Linnet Ave
Oakland, CA 94602-2514
(510) 530-7937



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Dawson
8640 Gulana Ave Unit J1014
Playa Del Rey, CA 90293-7345
(424) 228-4863



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Krause
2796 N Cardillo Ave
Palm Springs, CA 92262-1814
(760) 323-0458



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Mutascio
2554 Lincoln Blvd
# 1055
Venice, CA 90291-5043



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gabor Petry
914 S Tremont St Apt C
Oceanside, CA 92054-5067
(760) 439-7987



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Molly Lafley-Evans
9850 Garfield Ave Spc 49
Huntington Beach, CA 92646-2414
(714) 402-7411



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marci Nunez
20086 Butterfield Dr
Castro Valley, CA 94546-4135
(510) 538-8093



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Barbara Diederichs
12956 Christman Ln
Poway, CA 92064-5832
(858) 748-9069



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara S
Calais Dr
Del Mar, CA 92014-3525



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mitch Dalition
350 Broderick St Apt 415
San Francisco, CA 94117-2279
(650) 867-5978



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marytheresa Martini
15083 Kingsford Ave
Adelanto, CA 92301-4802



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

I live less than a mile from the train tracks. This is a very pressing
issue for me!

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Sally
10210 Farralone Ave
Chatsworth, CA 91311-2714
(818) 882-3462



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Abare
4916 Gastman Way
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-4908
(916) 502-3967



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Root
564 Hummingbird Ct
Merced, CA 95340-8353
(209) 325-5008



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jackie Pomies
1271 38th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-1334



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcia Taylor
PO Box 745
La Habra, CA 90633-0745



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. melody ko
585 9th St Unit 317
Oakland, CA 94607-3832



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Aerie Youn
25486 Bayes St
Lake Forest, CA 92630-4601



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Claire Perricelli
2259 16th St
Eureka, CA 95501-1312
(707) 443-0493



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joyce Heyn
13427 Little Dawn Ln
Poway, CA 92064-4071
(858) 748-2612



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Judith Collas
760 Swarthmore Ave
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-4355
(310) 573-0086



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nicholas Lenchner
1324 Cashew Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-1543
(707) 544-0963



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. P Sandberg
32800 Sutliff Ln
Fort Bragg, CA 95437-8503
(707) 964-6311



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.  Let's put the
environment ahead of profits.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randy Nelsen
2642 W Milling St
Lancaster, CA 93536-6442
(661) 942-3695



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Yungert
1550 Terrace Way Apt 26
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-3060
(707) 546-5807



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Dear San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of
Supervisors

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,
Donis Eichhorn, RN, PhD
1509 Del Dayo Dr
Carmichael, CA 95608-6010
UNITED STATES

Sincerely,

Ms. Donis Eichhorn
1509 Del Dayo Dr
Carmichael, CA 95608-6010
(916) 972-9572



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Patton
427 Paco Dr
Los Altos, CA 94024-3828
(425) 968-2208



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Patterson
627 Leyden Ln
Claremont, CA 91711-4236
do not list phone



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mildred Dandridge
204 Seaview Dr
El Cerrito, CA 94530-3346
(510) 526-4144



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Hicks
2999 E Ocean Blvd Unit 1740
Long Beach, CA 90803-8239



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Pearce
21711 Eveningside Ln
Lake Forest, CA 92630-2404
(949) 830-8777



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Fiona Priskich
41 Beresford Gardens
Swan View, CA 90210-5432



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dorian Mattar
1722 Bridgeport Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90065-2643
(323) 223-4367



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joan Teitler
11910 Van Allen Rd
Felton, CA 95018-8991
(831) 335-8496



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Goodman
4049 Chestnut Ave
Concord, CA 94519-1914
(925) 864-9133



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Smith
59 Harvey Ct
Irvine, CA 92617-4071
(949) 824-7292



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen And Nancy Petersen
753 Valparaiso Dr
Claremont, CA 91711-1562
(909) 625-2836



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jane Field
780 Funston Ave
San Francisco, CA 94118-3605
(415) 386-0481



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillipps 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant
and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jill Fields
142 E Cambridge Ave
Fresno, CA 93704-5901
(559) 226-4647



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Fuad Motia
130 E Chapman Ave
Fullerton, CA 92832-1924
(310) 261-1865



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alexandra Regan
1417 Branta Ave
Carlsbad, CA 92011-5603
(760) 438-9660



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Darlene Lovell
721 45th St
Bakersfield, CA 93301-5957



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Allen Leinwand
2086 Casa Mia Dr
San Jose, CA 95124-2037



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Sorensen
2277 Bailey Ave
Merced, CA 95341-9757



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marilyn Sanders
5555 Montgomery Dr Apt 75
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-8818
(707) 579-6930



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Penardi
PO Box 133035
Big Bear Lake, CA 92315-8914
(909) 585-2685



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Linda Sae Jang
53 Moss Pt
Alameda, CA 94502-6482



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Molly Mendez
85 Bergamot Ct
Oakley, CA 94561-2492
(925) 626-7781



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents unacceptable
risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains; current
safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ward Hinds
1769 Bishop Dr
Concord, CA 94521-2008
(425) 335-4351



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. D. Rincon
2978 E Terrace Ave
Fresno, CA 93703-1239
(559) 243-9375



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. M Kay Cessna
2743 Selby Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064-4224
(310) 474-1679



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Frey
121 El Hemmorro
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-9718



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Likens
8137 Santa Inez Way
Buena Park, CA 90620-3156



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Avital Binshtock
898 La Gonda Way
Danville, CA 94526-1709



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Warren Parks
5008 Hwy 140
Mariposa, CA 95338



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Sherman
1923 Marin Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-8116



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Elizabeth & Andrew de Sosa
20555 Devonshire St
Chatsworth, CA 91311-3208



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. James Merrin
2563 Rutland Pl
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-1601
(806) 242-0025



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Michelle Pacheco
15341 Moccasin St
La Puente, CA 91744-3852
(626) 391-5695



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. R. Marilyn Wilson
2643 Saklan Indian Dr Apt 1
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-3023
(925) 954-7940



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathleen Kuczynski
25402 Shoshone Dr
Lake Forest, CA 92630-3520
(949) 768-7638



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Salerno
5020 Temple City Blvd
Temple City, CA 91780-3829



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nikki Sachs
PO Box 11126
Berkeley, CA 94712-2126
(510) 917-4340



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Nadsady
8000 Kroll Way Apt 84
Bakersfield, CA 93311-1128



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. I Botthoff
Fallbrook
Fallbrook, CA 92028



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Osolnik
1354 N Harper Ave Apt 210
West Hollywood, CA 90046-3777



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Lyons
Via La Brea
Palos Verdes Estates, CA 90274



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kirk White
381 Turk St
San Francisco, CA 94102-3749
(415) 902-1439



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Audra Resor
PO Box 6194
Los Osos, CA 93412-6194



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Dimercurio
1650 Albion Ct
Chico, CA 95973-7647
(530) 345-6905



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. J Perryman
95 Clifton Dr
Daly City, CA 94015-3436
(650) 756-2981



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jeanie Keltner
403 21st St
Sacramento, CA 95811-1116
(916) 444-3203



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Claudia Trefzger
2499 Calle Villada Cir
Duarte, CA 91010-2158
(626) 358-4632



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Steimer
815 Bilton Way
San Gabriel, CA 91776-2312
(626) 319-5992



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daren Black
12240 Venice Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90066-3891



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cyrle Perry
639 Miner Rd
Orinda, CA 94563-1414
(925) 254-4625



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Canning
25671 Whittemore Dr
Calabasas, CA 91302-2238



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Stoecken
2815 B St
Eureka, CA 95501-4336
(707) 444-9151



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brett Dalton
PO Box 1343
Paso Robles, CA 93447-1343



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jai Singh
642 Alvarado St Apt 206
San Francisco, CA 94114-3246
(703) 593-3803



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Frances Goff
5311 Corteen Pl Apt 32
Valley Village, CA 91607-2575
(818) 980-4235



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leslie Aisenman
13808 Eldridge Ave
Sylmar, CA 91342-1705



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cathy O'Leary Carey
17696 Cumana Ter
San Diego, CA 92128-1814
(858) 385-0419



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Galen Abbott
835 Carolina St
San Francisco, CA 94107-2703



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Sanchez
2312 1/2 Sastre Ave
South El Monte, CA 91733-2654



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rosemary Meyers
11450 Church St
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730-3974
(909) 483-2018



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Elizabeth & Andrew De Sosa
20555 Devonshire St
Chatsworth, CA 91311-3208



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Fishel
2614 Monserat Ave
Belmont, CA 94002-1446
(650) 595-1717



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Hilda Kurowski
1009 Vassar Dr
Davis, CA 95616-3424
(530) 756-0553



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeannette Myers
38 Payran St
Petaluma, CA 94952-3204
(707) 364-5244



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Ferrari
1175 W Baseline Rd
Claremont, CA 91711-2146



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Catherine Thresher
450 Pacific Ave
San Francisco, CA 94133-4626
(415) 398-6000



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Elvira Arias
760 Lomita Blvd Spc 192
Harbor City, CA 90710-4298
(310) 847-6229



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Ratliff
PO Box 3918
Santa Cruz, CA 95063-3918
(831) 688-6123



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anita Kreager
751 Cholla Rd
Chula Vista, CA 91910-6632
(619) 719-6404



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Julie Ling-Ino
551 36th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-2607
(415) 668-4669



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am petrified by the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66
Santa Maria Refinery! This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California. It is only too
clear that anyone who supports this proposal in under the thumb of
corporate totalitarianism!

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I beg the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate. I expect bravery
from our people in power. To support this would be cowardice.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christine Hoffman
2815 Russell St
Berkeley, CA 94705-2319
(510) 644-3244



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur Troutman
393 Gaine St
Cambria, CA 93428-4498
(805) 927-4176



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lauren Bryant
2915 Hopeton Rd
La Crescenta, CA 91214-1323
(818) 248-6305



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Smith
511 Sunset Ave
Woodland, CA 95695-3246



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Seiter
6060 Via De Los Cerros
Pleasanton, CA 94566-5885



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Wood
PO Box 437
Bolinas, CA 94924-0437



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Albert Loeb
2606 Sunset Ave
Bakersfield, CA 93304-1043



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lois Stuart
20 Bloomfield Ln
Rsm, CA 92688-8715
(949) 533-0325



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry McComb
1244 E 3rd St
Long Beach, CA 90802-3678
(562) 343-2183



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Ecklund
401 Calle Santiago
Newbury Park, CA 91320-6852
(805) 492-4827



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Winnie Chin
1625 Sacramento St Apt 4
San Francisco, CA 94109-3765



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Morrie Rudometkin
12711 Pawnee Rd
Apple Valley, CA 92308-7239
(760) 240-7506



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Safety, health and environmental issues, causes and concerns must be
our top priorities in all our actions, now and in the future !!!   Act
strongly to protect and enhance our lives !!!

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Howard Miller
928 Via Arroyo
Ventura, CA 93003-1319
(805) 654-8025



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Nicholson
2121 Park St
Paso Robles, CA 93446-1433



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Merriam
27140 Hidaway Ave Unit 3
Canyon Cntry, CA 91351-4127
(661) 298-1371



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margery Becker
2124 Oregon St
Berkeley, CA 94705-1005



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Salmon
PO Box 1369
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-1369



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Schleimer
3224 Tice Creek Dr Apt 6
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-3723



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Steven Cook
PO Box 3037
Big Bear Lake, CA 92315-3037



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Eusebi
6662 Santa Rita Ave
Garden Grove, CA 92845-1331



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Dorshkind
515 Nimitz Ave
Redwood City, CA 94061-4227
(650) 368-4589



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lana Touchstone
252 Grapewood St
Vallejo, CA 94591-5738
(707) 557-6540



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Larry Galpert
327 Highland Dr
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-1112
(805) 752-1027



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Suzanne James
32 Redondo Ct
Saint Helena, CA 94574-1251
(707) 967-8316



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Pierre Del Prato
11 Park Place Ct
Sacramento, CA 95831-2674
(916) 428-0827



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Koorosh Shahidzadeh
550 Kiely Blvd Apt 37
San Jose, CA 95117-1233
(111) 111-1111



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Varga
21331 Veleta Cir
Huntington Beach, CA 92648-5326
(714) 969-7713



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rogers WASHINGTON SR
1910 W Oleander Ave
Fresno, CA 93706-2431
(559) 369-7662



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Phyllis Freeman
382 E Duane Ave
Sunnyvale, CA 94085-3614
(408) 746-3612



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alfred Cross
350 Arballo Dr
Apt 7k
San Francisco, CA 94132-2126
(415) 841-0222



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tena Frank
8007 Sunrise Blvd Apt 178
Citrus Heights, CA 95610-1583



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Angela Heney
160 Florence Ave
Sebastopol, CA 95472-3733
(707) 823-3257



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bryan Suggitt
118 Day St
San Francisco, CA 94131-2415



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. T Funck
85 2nd St Fl 2
San Francisco, CA 94105-3456
(510) 665-5785



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Charlotte Manning
630 Broadway St
Venice, CA 90291-6450



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Terri Ottengheime
1443 E Washington Blvd
Pasadena, CA 91104-2650



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Minette Plaza
1249 42nd Ave
Sacramento, CA 95822-2944



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andree Armand
808 Crestmoore Pl
Venice, CA 90291-4931
(310) 822-4785



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sivan Siman-Tov
14934 Dickens St
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-3460



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Bazett
21565 Pearson Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476-9622



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Robinson
6810 Kempster Ln
Fontana, CA 92336-1538
(310) 800-5722



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andy Lupenko
8555 Golden Ave
Lemon Grove, CA 91945-2615
(619) 464-0774



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ashley Hall
15169 Lewis Rd
Nevada City, CA 95959-9434



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Blaney
PO Box 1706
Redlands, CA 92373-0521
(209) 379-2314



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ray Bustos
321 E Chapman Ave
Fullerton, CA 92832-2011
(714) 732-5279



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marian Cruz
905 Helen Dr
Hollister, CA 95023-6650
(831) 636-5321



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Simcoe
PO Box 1881
Santa Ynez, CA 93460-1881



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Joyce Yowell
160 Melvin Ln Unit B
Arcata, CA 95521-9660
(559) 916-8575



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leonard Rebelo
5639 Darby Rd
Rocklin, CA 95765-4984
(916) 435-1667



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marc De Leon
4965
Woodland Hills, CA 91364



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Skylar Stone
14606 Mountain Wood Dr
Weed, CA 96094-9304



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Yseult Biwer
23143 Canzonet St
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-6104
(818) 346-7045



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Benson
301 Hickory Grove Dr
Thousand Oaks, CA 91320-4745
(805) 499-1606



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Elora Hartmann
3890 N River Rd
Paso Robles, CA 93446-8393
(805) 238-4278



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Manuel Wong
563 N Las Casas Ave
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-3311
(310) 459-4346



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy Corlis
2528 Charlene Ln
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-1956
(831) 479-4638



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Stellar
937 Patria Cir
Atascadero, CA 93422-6893
(805) 466-9646



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Norene Gift
615 E Holly Ave Apt 420
El Segundo, CA 90245-5404
(310) 640-0702



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Javier Saldena
1114 Hopkins Ave Apt 1
Redwood City, CA 94062-1465
(415) 977-5617



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Kearney
1735 Southgate Dr
Petaluma, CA 94954-3001
(707) 766-8683



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Hall
100 Laurel St Apt 4
San Carlos, CA 94070-2328



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Dowling
PO Box 26
Pope Valley, CA 94567-0026
(707) 965-1729



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Robbins
139 Stonewall Rd
Berkeley, CA 94705-1416
(510) 849-4039



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deborah Cullen
1620 Big Cedar Ln
Sebastopol, CA 95472-5661
(707) 824-0243



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dorothy Callison
2550 Sycamore Ln Apt 6g
Davis, CA 95616-5905



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Trevillian
2216 Westminster Ave
Alhambra, CA 91803-3727



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Modesitt
4728 Mount La Platta Dr
San Diego, CA 92117-3039



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Patkos
331 Melrose Ave
Monrovia, CA 91016-1647
(626) 305-0181



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ray Bustos
321 E Chapman Ave
Fullerton, CA 92832-2011
(714) 732-5279



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Collier
1495 E Hillview Ct
Gilroy, CA 95020-3745
(408) 847-3803



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Engels
4837 Pine Forest Pl
San Jose, CA 95118-5204



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ralph Nichols
2718 Piedmont Ave
Montrose, CA 91020-1332
(818) 248-9689



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shauna Badheka
135 Rochester St Apt B3
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-3031
(949) 280-5102



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Geoffrey Symcox
1565 Palisades Dr
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-2106
(310) 948-8047



Nov 21, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Omid Sanjideh
2138 Center St Apt 05
Berkeley, CA 94704-1310
(310) 464-1111



Nov 21, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jess Dervin-Ackerman
438 49th St
Oakland, CA 94609-2146



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. cheryl davis
6550 Ponto Dr Spc 65
Carlsbad, CA 92011-2308



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolyn Wheeler
40452 Ditmus Ct
Fremont, CA 94538-3558
(510) 656-7767



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Simeon Flick
2040 Dale St
San Diego, CA 92104-5512



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. ELIZABETH Bjorklund
2462 Zorada Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90046-1746



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Aurora Duran
4254 Acacia Ave
Pico Rivera, CA 90660-1678
(562) 692-6546



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jaia Orient
2909 Regent St
Berkeley, CA 94705-2153



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Benita Cohen
18075 Langlois Rd Spc 76
Desert Hot Springs, CA 92241-8363
(111) 111-1111



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patrice Sena
1010 Locust St
Pasadena, CA 91106-5344



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruth tucker
525 Canyon Oaks Dr Apt D
Oakland, CA 94605-3899



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Reetta Raag
126 Ravenhill Rd
Orinda, CA 94563-2702



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Breitkreuz
2115 Dove Cir
Corona, CA 92882-3775



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy Wittl
3069 Calle Mariposa
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2740
(805) 683-1729



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beth Herndobler
385 W Marigold St
Altadena, CA 91001-4209
(626) 345-5593



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Trude Kyle
PO Box 125
Morro Bay, CA 93443-0125



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Daphne Lin
524 Lowell Pl
Fremont, CA 94536-1806



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marco Duran
4254 Acacia Ave
Pico Rivera, CA 90660-1678
(562) 692-6546



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andre movsesyan
2037 Glenwood Rd
Glendale, CA 91201-1340



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Davis
13645 W Park Dr
Magalia, CA 95954-9502
(530) 873-3288



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dana Bordegaray
21 24th St
Cayucos, CA 93430-1411
(805) 995-2098



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nick Moidja
11768 S Carson Way
Gold River, CA 95670-8108
(916) 852-8297



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Schaffer
retired
6321 W Dry Creek Rd
Healdsburg, CA 95448-9109



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Bolman
334 Ignacio Valley Cir
Novato, CA 94949-5598
(415) 883-8314



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ann Garry
53682 Coyote Rd.
Pioneertown, CA 92268



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Kekai Manansala
3633 Comanche Way
Antelope, CA 95843-2321



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Natalie kilmer
754 60th St
Oakland, CA 94609-1422



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Angie Bray
1040 Victoria Ave
Venice, CA 90291-3970
(555) 555-5555



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. J. Barry Gurdin
247 Ortega St
San Francisco, CA 94122-4617
(415) 759-1846



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Lazar
14056 Valleyheart Dr Apt 319
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-5410



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Lihosit
8434 Via Sonoma Unit 65
La Jolla, CA 92037-2722
(619) 542-1676



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Zovanyi
1075 Cornish Dr
Encinitas, CA 92024-5107



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brett Jensen
700 Picaacho Dr
La Habra Heights, CA 90631-8025
(562) 691-0254



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Teresa Gifford
31257 Moss St
Mentone, CA 92359-1525



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Blood
128 Anderson St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-5808
(831) 429-6795



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rashida Basrai
334 Ruth Ave
Mountain View, CA 94043-4115



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Coddington
7825 Scotts Valley Rd
Lakeport, CA 95453-9479
(707) 263-5534



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Jacobs
148 Fairmount Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-1116
(831) 429-6272



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Kaufman
14529 Redwood Ln
Guerneville, CA 95446-9662



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

California's water supply is critical so it boggles my mind that you
would approve this project and take even the slightest chance of
contaminating it.

We have earth quake faults throughout the state and if one occurred at
the point of a train journey here, it could be a horrendous disaster
beyond the quake itself.  Please use common sense and vote against this
project.  It's not worth the risk.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Dunlap
915 Marvin Gardens Way
Rocklin, CA 95765-4541
(916) 435-9615



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Levicke
12445 Albers St
Valley Village, CA 91607-1612



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jens Burkhart
9515 Abbeywood Rd
Santee, CA 92071-2668
(619) 448-9696



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Bibel
787 Euclid Ave
Berkeley, CA 94708-1348
(510) 525-2628



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kyle Mccauley
1512 Berkeley St Apt C
Santa Monica, CA 90404-3258



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jackie Vescio
25911 Kaywood Ct
Escondido, CA 92026-8408
(760) 443-1375



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rena Levine
3950 Ohio St Unit 225
San Diego, CA 92104-3068
(619) 261-4400



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ulrike Silkey
3810 Laguna Ave
Oakland, CA 94602-3006
(415) 273-2227



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Noordyk
4538 Cass St
San Diego, CA 92109-2802



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Van Den Bossche
121 40th St
Newport Beach, CA 92663-2921
(949) 650-0943



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Mertan
5050 Klump Ave Apt 315
North Hollywood, CA 91601-5010
(626) 392-5459



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Helene Robertson
38 Austin Ave
San Anselmo, CA 94960-2908



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ray Gordon
3020 Bridgeway Ste 185
Sausalito, CA 94965-1439



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bobbie Levine
3603 W Hillsdale Ave Apt 74a
Visalia, CA 93291-5628
(559) 733-4650



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Astrid Giese-Zimmer
90 El Camino Real
Berkeley, CA 94705-2424



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. P.S. Padula
4146 Prospect Ave
Dunsmuir, CA 96025-1721



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Jones
801 Tupper St Apt 1411
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-5004
(707) 523-4804



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Licalsi
5640 N Marty Ave Apt 118
Fresno, CA 93711-1560



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eugene Bunch
2146 Alameda Ave Apt D
Alameda, CA 94501-4340



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jenn Keys
L Ave
South San Francisco, CA 94080



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Johnson
5804 Alameda Ave
Richmond, CA 94804-4823
(510) 233-2522



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Vickers
2388 40th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-2146



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vance Lausmann
31475 San Ardo Ave
Cathedral City, CA 92234-3046
(760) 202-4344



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Eliopoulos
PO Box 3086
Salinas, CA 93912-3086



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Boris Yatovitz
220 View St
Mountain View, CA 94041-1344
(650) 386-6619



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Speert
1905 Crest Dr
Encinitas, CA 92024-5217
(760) 436-8912



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery  presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review,

Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility will
create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution,
including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report
cites increased health risks -- particularly for children and the
elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature
death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining process, tar
sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing
tar sands to California will undermine the state's efforts to be a
global leader addressing climate disruption.

The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to
the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to
modify these facilities to allow them to refine tar sands, thus
creating more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail
line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve
the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed
rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Duane Welsch
619 Alden Rd
Claremont, CA 91711-4218
(999) 999-9999



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lauren Mason
4145 Woodcliff Rd
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-4337



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Ericson
4558 Live Oak Canyon Rd
La Verne, CA 91750-2312



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laura-Jean Slykhuis
9704 Live Oak Ave
Temple City, CA 91780-2525
(626) 287-1445



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Fullerton
1341 Watkins
Berkeley, CA 94706-2415
(510) 558-9096



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roberta Reed
208 15th St
Huntington Beach, CA 92648-4411
(714) 969-1824



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Cook
282 La Casa Ave
San Mateo, CA 94403-5015
/



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Raymond Capezzuto
1786 Shadow Mountain Dr
Encinitas, CA 92024-2949



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gina Freitas
4972 Mount Frissell Dr
San Diego, CA 92117-4808
(619) 672-6523



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Samantha Lubrani
2674 W 232nd St
Torrance, CA 90505-3162



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Stickney
30 Shell Rd
Mill Valley, CA 94941-1550



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Persky
859 Princeton St
Santa Monica, CA 90403-2217
(310) 586-1020



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Jones
2612 Tulare Ave
El Cerrito, CA 94530-1437



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vernon Faulkner
PO Box 2225
Pasadena, CA 91102-2225
(626) 578-1709



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Cerio
1912 Encinal Ave
Alameda, CA 94501-4106
(510) 749-7127



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tony Woods
2010 W Avenue K # 473
Lancaster, CA 93536-5229



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Anderson
94 Belmont Dr
Daly City, CA 94015-1060
(650) 994-6489



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Edgerly
1110 Via Verde
Cathedral City, CA 92234-4322



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Silva Harr
1578 Laverne Way
Concord, CA 94521-2205



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. melinda forbes
17100 Walnut Ave
Atascadero, CA 93422-6619



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eugene Monteilh
622 N Hollow Ave
West Covina, CA 91790-1549
(626) 430-6742



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Holgate
11120 Acama St Apt 19
Studio City, CA 91602-3041
(818) 508-8287



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elaine Edell
5244 Bridgetown Pl
Westlake Village, CA 91362-4742
(805) 217-2323



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Timothy Goodman
12314 Reva St
Cerritos, CA 90703-8309



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Haley
PO Box 4356
Arnold, CA 95223-4356
(209) 795-4464



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Johns
626 La Paloma Rd
El Sobrante, CA 94803-1736
(510) 222-1858



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kristen Beals
2 Crystalaire
Rancho Santa Margarita, CA 92688-8716
(949) 766-9649



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Stamos
13361 Argonne Dr
Saratoga, CA 95070-4910
(408) 867-1339



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosaline George
6233 Fountain Ave Apt 327
Los Angeles, CA 90028-8269
(323) 466-6536



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Andrew Cu-Unjieng
3651 Arizona St Unit 6
San Diego, CA 92104-4050



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Fairbrother
3670 Glendon Ave Apt 105
Los Angeles, CA 90034-6226



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Ann Neumann
33 Winship Ave
San Anselmo, CA 94960-2531
(415) 516-9914



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Suzan Still
22825c N Bald Mountain Rd
Sonora, CA 95370-8506
(209) 532-5438



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Atkins
1540 Araki Rd
Big Basin, CA 95006
(831) 338-2650



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Walden
PO Box 325
Bayside, CA 95524-0325



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Judd Williams
102 Locust Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-2153
(415) 383-3697



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Atlas
731 South St
Redding, CA 96001-1213
(530) 243-3401



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nicole Savage
6340 Geary Blvd
San Francisco, CA 94121-1868
(415) 386-2377



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Holly Sletteland
4849 See Ranch Ln
Templeton, CA 93465-5803



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patti Fink
555 Elmira Rd Apt 10
Vacaville, CA 95687-7003



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anne marie Lebas
1060 Los Gamos Rd Apt G
San Rafael, CA 94903-2571
(415) 847-2482



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Stephanie Linam
801 Oxford Way
Benicia, CA 94510-3643
(707) 751-0164



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mariateresa Canosa
1740 Broadway St Spc 2
Vallejo, CA 94589-2229
(707) 655-1987



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Gilgun
925 Monterey Ct
Chula Vista, CA 91911-2404
(619) 422-3266



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Z
PO Box 646
Trinidad, CA 95570-0646



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Merrilee Mitchell
13312 Clairepointe Way
Oakland, CA 94619-3531
(510) 482-5296



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joellen Arnold
2210 C St
Sacramento, CA 95816-3022
(916) 501-8995



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karol Anthes
4891 Gainsport Cir
Irvine, CA 92604-2979



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Klasey
689 Center Ave
Martinez, CA 94553-4666



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Hammond
4205 Blackhawk Dr
Willits, CA 95490-8764
(707) 453-5385



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

When will we more completely understand and then become impassioned
advocates of alternative energy resources?  I am deeply concerned about
the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Thornbury
PO Box 152
Monterey, CA 93942-0152
(831) 917-7292



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. diane harrison
7700 Portola Rd
Atascadero, CA 93422-3808



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bronte Kass
16383 Aztec Ridge Dr
Los Gatos, CA 95030-7503
(408) 395-0083



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Robinson
28 Boulevard Ter
Novato, CA 94947-3951
(415) 893-0054



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Erikson
23871 Stillwater Ln
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-1705
(949) 495-1638



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Scott Greene
21300 Via Del Parque
Yorba Linda, CA 92887-2561
(714) 970-6471



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gayle Sides
5320 Carlsbad Blvd
Carlsbad, CA 92008-4308
(760) 438-3130



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Narayan Rajan
594 Glen Alto Dr
Los Altos, CA 94024-4137
(650) 941-4573



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Please do NOT approve the proposed Phillips 66 oil terminal rail spur.

This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.  This rail spur would increase the number of crude
oil unit trains traveling through numerous California communities and
population centers, allowing  toxic air emissions from these shipments,
posing an unacceptable risk to public health. Volatile toxic chemicals
leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities along rail
routes. In its latest environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted
that its proposed oil train facility will create "significant and
unavoidable" levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur
dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health
risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart
disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County



Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Ellen Brennan
1659 Ocean Front Walk Apt 102
Santa Monica, CA 90401-3165



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joanne Feldman
7056 Grasswood Ave
Malibu, CA 90265-4247



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Schlessinger
3401 Clay St
San Francisco, CA 94118-2048
(415) 346-2767



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Gordon
420 S Pacific St
Oceanside, CA 92054-2923



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Connie Stomper
333 E Arrellaga St
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-1133



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Meeker
1165 Church St Apt 8
San Francisco, CA 94114-3431
(415) 648-3894



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Watson
701 Central Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476-3938



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

YOUR PRIMARY JOB IS TO PROTECT OUR POPULATION AND ENVIRONMENT FROM THIS
VERY SORT OF PROJECT.  IT IS WHAT WE LIVE HERE TO AVOID. ENERGY MUST
COME FROM RENEWABLE AND HEALTHY SOURCES.  THERE IS NO TIME LEFT TO
DESTROY ENVIRONMENTS FOR CORPORATE PROFIT AND I KNOW FROM EXPERIENCE
THAT MY HEALTH WOULD BE GREVIOUSLY AFFECTED BY THIS DAMAGE TO OUR
QUALITY OF LIFE.  MAKE US AN EXAMPLE OF LEADERSHIP, NOT THE SUBJECTS OF
SOCIOPATHIC CORPORATE EXPLOITATION. SAY NO TO OIL.

Sincerely,

Ms. Francesca Bolognini
PO Box 1639
Cambria, CA 93428-1639



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dale Evilsizer
42424 62nd St W
Quartz Hill, CA 93536-4522
(661) 877-2235



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Bohn
618 San Luis Rd
Berkeley, CA 94707-1726
(510) 526-0241



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Angela Orozco
1096 Fulton St Apt 12
San Francisco, CA 94117-1626



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. A Pamella Marks
787 Avocado Ave
Corona Del Mar, CA 92625-1939
(714) 578-0900



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Lyons
669 Kern St
Richmond, CA 94805-1960



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Sheffield
8099 Sonoma Hwy
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-6516
(707) 833-1214



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to MY community and others across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christina Castaneda
1025 E Empire St
San Jose, CA 95112-1716
(408) 981-8190



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Gasperoni
1830 Francisco St
Berkeley, CA 94703-1313
(510) 981-1873



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Loth
25710 Velan Dr
Valencia, CA 91355-2433



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matt Bango
1300 Oak Creek Dr Apt 316
Palo Alto, CA 94304-2010
(646) 571-8397



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Lehrer
2251 Carleton St
Berkeley, CA 94704-3224
(510) 652-8654



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Murphy
765 Chapman St
San Jose, CA 95126-2005



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elena Ennouri
175 Orchard Ave
Redwood City, CA 94061-3721
(650) 814-7445



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Cliff
PO Box 1332
Mount Shasta, CA 96067-1332



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laura Herndon
3311 W Alameda Ave Apt F
Burbank, CA 91505-4313
(818) 560-1041



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debi Bergsma
15376 Rockwell Ave
Fontana, CA 92336-4106
(909) 350-6321



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. SUSAN POSNER
5040 Codorniz Way Unit 36
Oceanside, CA 92057-4544
(760) 330-9926



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Zawaski
2883 Macarthur Blvd
Oakland, CA 94602-3229
(510) 530-2427



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Darryl Wright
70 Elrod Ave
Oakland, CA 94618-2247
(510) 654-9437



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cary Frazee
499 Redmond Rd
Eureka, CA 95503-9592
(707) 445-5756



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Knowles
3787 Amesbury Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90027-1349



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Hilary Chason
4900 Camblin Ct
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-5321



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anna Maria Macarrone
228 Cooper Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93109-1810



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Iris Lubitz
191 E El Camino Real Spc 205
Mountain View, CA 94040-2716
(650) 969-7799



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Majarian
7600 McGroarty St Apt 5
Tujunga, CA 91042-2600



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Bish
1233 Wyoming Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-7353



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Danielle Buttacavoli
7150 Shoreline Dr
San Diego, CA 92122-4912
(619) 993-5903



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sung Chi
Rhonda Dr
San Jose, CA 95129-4260



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Holstein
4244 Park Dr
Carlsbad, CA 92008-3638
(858) 790-9532



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stacey Rohrbaugh
15900 Ridgeview Rd
Willits, CA 95490-8722
(710) 223-3576



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Schieding
PO Box 280
River Pines, CA 95675-0280
(555) 555-5555



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Laurie Weichman
11980 San Vicente Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90049-5012
(310) 826-6886



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Bedard
5515 Marmion Way
Los Angeles, CA 90042-4123



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Phil Gardner
43300 Elkhorn Trl Apt H4
Palm Desert, CA 92211-7565



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Claudia Linhares
1535 Buena Vista Ave
Alameda, CA 94501-1258



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Warren Fries
2941 Corte Diana
Carlsbad, CA 92009-5913
(949) 487-0830



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Vollaro
15302 Madrone Ct
Lake Elsinore, CA 92530-7241



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jude Fletcher
1218 Campbell St
Oakland, CA 94607-1506
(510) 268-8984



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Gonzalez
800 E Washington St Apt 660
Colton, CA 92324-8179



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Nielsen
3691 Mocha Ln
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-1594
(707) 542-2452



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Probyn Gregory
10877 Deliban St
Tujunga, CA 91042-1449
(323) 465-8378



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Louise Lipsey
75 San Marino Dr
San Rafael, CA 94901-1558
(415) 457-3847



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jeffrey Womble
11277 N Highway 99
Lodi, CA 95240-6810
(209) 327-1401



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gabriel Steinfeld
693 Spruce St Apt 1
Oakland, CA 94610-3861
(510) 465-3935



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Susan Love
6850 Gunn Dr
Oakland, CA 94611-1443
(510) 339-8899



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ian McCullough
8219 Parkside Ct
Sebastopol, CA 95472-2778



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Also, what happens in Santa Maria?  I have been told that it  takes a
lot of water in the refining process - where is this water coming from
and where will it go?

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Wood
55 Broad St Apt 255
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-1769
(805) 541-1906



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Megaen Kelly
PO Box 604
Newcastle, CA 95658-0604



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terrell Rodefer
13609 Valerio St Unit B
Van Nuys, CA 91405-2797
(818) 780-1331



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Denney
2728 Bancroft Way
Berkeley, CA 94704-1719
(510) 827-8842



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Hubbard
PO Box 70069
Pasadena, CA 91117-7069



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Toobert
212 Mallard Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95945-5745
(530) 273-5054



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Erik Calhoun
7811 Crenshaw Blvd
Apt 6
Los Angeles, CA 90043-4954



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Montgomery
6 Edgehill Way
San Rafael, CA 94903-4204
(415) 479-0568



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roberto Romo
3227 Anza St
San Francisco, CA 94121-3025
(415) 702-0519



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Twyla Meyer
244 Hickory Ave
Pomona, CA 91767-1830
(909) 593-0766



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Simmons
8420 Hermosa Ave Apt D
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730-3751



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Eicholtz
128 W Sacramento Ave
Chico, CA 95926-4544
(530) 345-7726



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Florante Pascual
7 Redhead St
American Canyon, CA 94503-1379
(707) 558-8654



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Wolfson
3745 Orcutt Rd
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-8365



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rae Newman
2727 De Anza Rd Spc H19
San Diego, CA 92109-6847
(858) 270-3378



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Salkin
68433 San Jacinto Rd
Cathedral City, CA 92234-7702
(760) 328-3026



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Col Dupont
537 Jones St # 898
San Francisco, CA 94102-2007



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Shelby And Vicki Solomon
50 Wildwood Gdns
Piedmont, CA 94611-3832



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anna Factor
670 E Ocotillo Ave
Palm Springs, CA 92264-8430
(760) 325-6346



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Todd Templeton
8155 Foothill Blvd
Sunland, CA 91040-2967
(818) 353-5727



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Rembold
7111 Farralone Ave
Canoga Park, CA 91303-1859
(818) 297-2513



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Heckman
115 Samoa Blvd
Apt 39
Arcata, CA 95521-6750



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. J. David Escobar
1655 Galindo St Apt 1306
Concord, CA 94520-2476



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gulshan Oomerjee
1649 Casarin Ave
Simi Valley, CA 93065-4514



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brent Larsen
4668 Harvey Rd
San Diego, CA 92116-1016
(619) 876-3839



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Davis
5314 Baza Ave
Woodland Hills, CA 91364-1805
(818) 704-7313



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I fully support the following message and have this to add:

NO. We will DISallow it. It SHALL NOT PASS. Not in MY Hometown.
Over my DEAD BODY. I'm dead serious. Don't even fucking keep thinking
about it.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and



Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leah Thompson
700 45th St
Oakland, CA 94609-1803
(510) 410-6731



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Sanders
2022 Driftstone Dr
Glendora, CA 91740-5388



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Haagens
901 Appleberry Dr
San Rafael, CA 94903-1209



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gulshan Oomerjee
1649 Casarin Ave
Simi Valley, CA 93065-4514



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brett Holland
1217 Boston St
Los Angeles, CA 90026-5142
(555) 555-5555



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Engelgau
15105 Sherman Way Apt 107
Van Nuys, CA 91405-2009
(760) 539-7519



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lanai Winter
2050 Springfield Dr
Chico, CA 95928-6360
(310) 902-9154



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Davis
5314 Baza Ave
Woodland Hills, CA 91364-1805
(818) 704-7313



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nicole Beeck
643 E Saint James St
San Jose, CA 95112-1820
(408) 288-6509



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Flo Kelly
139 Ellsworth St
San Francisco, CA 94110-5640



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kyle Petlock
6200 Annan Way
Los Angeles, CA 90042-1346
(310) 709-5210



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Kellogg
1224 Beech Ln
Davis, CA 95616-1950
(530) 756-7681



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Renee Grinnell
5349 S Quarry Rd
Bayside, CA 95524-9004
(707) 826-2908



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Torres
674 Nile River Dr
Oxnard, CA 93036-5358



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Tracy
Lily
Fairfield, CA 94533
555555



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Smith
2907 Shelter Island Dr
San Diego, CA 92106-2743



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Sharp
312 Marshall St
Grass Valley, CA 95945-7212
(530) 477-6145



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Erika Johnson
25624 Lewis Way
Stevenson Rnh, CA 91381-1439
(661) 799-7568



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurie Neill
15205 Oceanview Dr
Smith River, CA 95567-9317



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Matt & Jennifer Plunkett
1059 Rispin Dr
Berkeley, CA 94705-1534



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mardelle Milton
280 Calle De Los Agrinemsors
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-9725



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Andree
1012 Upper Los Berros Rd,
Nipomo, CA 93444
(805) 489-7681



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheri Randolph
36703 Bel Air St
Barstow, CA 92311-1621



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Sullivan
27560 Courtview Dr
Valencia, CA 91354-1600
(661) 296-8098



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Waldron
5241 Hutchinson Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-5915



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katie Zukoski
1884 Humboldt Rd
Chico, CA 95928-9197
(530) 343-5165



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russell Grindle
613 Whitehall Cir
Fairfield, CA 94533-3620



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janie Lucas
827 Capp St
San Francisco, CA 94110-3224



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Lewis
1970 Adelaida Rd
Paso Robles, CA 93446-9776



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Mcdermott
5365 Stonehaven Dr
Yorba Linda, CA 92887-2687



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Darryl Roberts
1712 Gilrix St
Petaluma, CA 94954-3628
(707) 769-9987



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Wida
6441 Shawnee Rd
Westminster, CA 92683-2075
(714) 892-1792



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Alonna Farrar
454 Papaya St
Vista, CA 92083-5614
(760) 726-3020



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Plotnick
106 1/2 N Kings Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90048-2618
(323) 782-0946



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

As you may know, this proposal would increase the number of crude oil
unit trains traveling through numerous California communities and
population centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions
resulting from these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk
to public health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into
the air poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest
environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil
train facility will create "significant and unavoidable"
levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks --
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease,
respiratory disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Borst
209 Navajo Ave
Paso Robles, CA 93446-2976



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Trisha Lotus
2425 C St
Eureka, CA 95501-4110
(333) 333-3333



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donnamarie Scippa
PO Box 602
Mill Valley, CA 94942-0602
(415) 389-9103



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anne Clark
2019 Avenida Penasco
El Cajon, CA 92019-3522



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John K
111 State St
Concord, CA 94518



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jeanne Pryor
452 Hillsdale Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-6109
(707) 537-7627



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Waters
591 Ash St
Los Osos, CA 93402-2503
(805) 610-8960



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Martyn Phillips
2280 Hecker Pass Rd
Gilroy, CA 95020-8801



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeremy Trimm
1024 Foley Ct
Vacaville, CA 95688-9127
(916) 756-5437



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Rachel Robson
1821 8th St Apt A
Berkeley, CA 94710-2012
(510) 841-9524



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Wendy Tico
1716 Stuart St
Berkeley, CA 94703-2124
(510) 665-1722



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pandora Edmonston
4279 Grist Rd
Mariposa, CA 95338-8701



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dolly Nylund
821 Saint Marks St Spc 23
Redding, CA 96003-2272
(530) 242-0378



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russell Burke
16700 Guernewood Rd
Guerneville, CA 95446-9797
(707) 222-2222



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Nakashima
2222 Golden Ave
Long Beach, CA 90806-4119
(562) 981-6862



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Virgilio Ciullo
6030 Paseo Encantada
Camarillo, CA 93012-9405
(805) 987-8199



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Gloe
3100 Guido St
Oakland, CA 94602-3521
(510) 531-6857



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Beckwith
2931 Ellis St
Berkeley, CA 94703-2107



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cindi Lund
206 Estates Dr
Danville, CA 94526-3909
(925) 837-8364



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Chico
1221 Amberwood Dr
Duarte, CA 91010-2641



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cristian Contreras
4700 Acacia St
Bell, CA 90201-2603
(323) 773-0483



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lucretia Jevne
120 Loraine Ct
Vacaville, CA 95688-3811



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lauren Schiffman
1343 S 59th St
Richmond, CA 94804-5003
(510) 526-3150



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vincent Dunlap
300 Graystone Ter Apt 5
San Francisco, CA 94114-2246



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lori Conrad
3031 Bryant Pl
Davis, CA 95618-1613



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert McCollum
1337 Bruce St
Chico, CA 95928-6274
(530) 354-6337



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ben Snyder
3942 22nd St
San Francisco, CA 94114-3206
(415) 285-9142



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cyril Bouteille
960 Bonita Ave
Mountain View, CA 94040-2619
(650) 967-9459



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joan Parrish
118 La Canada Way
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-1044
(831) 438-4323



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margo Frank
11110 Concord River Ct
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-2835
(916) 214-4662



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Sharon Lacy
342 S Main St
Sebastopol, CA 95472-4209
(707) 823-5403



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Howard Moore
4811 59th St
San Diego, CA 92115-3715
(619) 286-7901



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandra Nealon
735 Balboa Ave
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-4105
(949) 290-2222



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Stratton
9252 Rancho Dr
Elk Grove, CA 95624-2148
(999) 999-9999



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dale Mccart
34 Jackson
Irvine, CA 92620-3360
(949) 551-5367



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mariano Marquez III
955 Bay Shore Blvd
San Francisco, CA 94124-2206
(415) 467-2053



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Walsh
1412 Barrows Rd
Oakland, CA 94610-2535
(510) 835-1396



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Winnie Shy
314 Drayton Ct
Walnut Creek, CA 94598-2322
(999) 999-9999



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jenya Romanovsky
11915 Victoria Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-3215



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Gerber
4517 Robertson Ave
Sacramento, CA 95821-4432



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Rasmussen
556 La Marina
Santa Barbara, CA 93109-1722
(805) 963-4866



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. victoria grostick
1730 Corralitos Ave
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-3013
(805) 544-7988



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaret Demott
PO Box 221309
Sacramento, CA 95822-8309
(916) 446-4743



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dr. Paula Johnson
691 Paige Ln
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-5497
(805) 494-9660



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Suzanne James
32 Redondo Ct
Saint Helena, CA 94574-1251
(707) 967-8316



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Gotch
1114 Kenet Pl
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-5305



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Luke Asbury
2945 Lexington Dr
Ventura, CA 93003-2913
(310) 415-3488



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Giles
1429 Drake Ave
Burlingame, CA 94010-4703



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Storace
420 Jonathan Ridge Dr
Danville, CA 94506-1357
(925) 648-9694



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Ortiz
25 H Ln
Novato, CA 94945-2610



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Klein
PO Box 180
Hyampom, CA 96046-0180



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mark & Susan Glasser
3660 Barry Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-3202
(310) 390-3554



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kat Trueblood
539 Escalona Dr
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-2637



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Gladstone
1005 G St
Eureka, CA 95501-1830
(707) 444-2720



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joyce Kolasa
33408 Highway 190
Springville, CA 93265-9735
(559) 539-1913



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloria Hafner
55 Walnut Cir
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-2660
(707) 206-9132



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ricardo Vasallo
PO Box 3413
Danville, CA 94526-8413
(925) 743-8430



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Wellsted
5255 Clayton Rd Apt 241
Concord, CA 94521-7239
(925) 673-8911



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Elizabeth Sather
8513 Cayuga Dr
Ventura, CA 93004-3135
(805) 603-0697



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Walker
424 E Olive Ave
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-6342
(408) 733-9668



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert & Donna Feist
2092 Los Encinos Rd
Ojai, CA 93023-9732
(310) 306-2839



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Louise Zimmer
3975 Meadow Lark Ln
Paso Robles, CA 93446-4253



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Fishbein
1638 Granville Ave Apt 6
Los Angeles, CA 90025-1829
(310) 826-2635



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Stanovich
1725 Rockville Rd
Fairfield, CA 94534-1473
(707) 337-6566



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Montapert
1375 Ficus Way Apt 102
Ventura, CA 93004-4868
(805) 323-5658



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Curran
3039 Via Vista Unit P
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-2763
(949) 380-7918



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Johnston
2531 Alva Ave
El Cerrito, CA 94530-1541
(510) 215-2324



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Brandall Suyenobu
9803 Burnet Ave
North Hills, CA 91343-2314



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Hayley C.
2329 Carleton St
Berkeley, CA 94704-3316
(818) 634-3042



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joyce Wheaton
1475 Baechtel Rd Apt K3
Willits, CA 95490-4575
(707) 456-9513



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Lee
3312 Bridgeford Ln
Modesto, CA 95350-1417
(209) 576-7309



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Leah Gieson
350 S Reese Pl
Burbank, CA 91506-2724



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leah Mazel
1442a Walnut St # 430
Berkeley, CA 94709-1496
(510) 548-5676



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Martin Ansell
8715 W West Knoll Dr
West Hollywood, CA 90069-4117



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Caliandro
833 Shady Oak Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-6825
(707) 539-6954



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen Cole
464 Clinton St Apt 303
Redwood City, CA 94062-1005
(650) 365-7276



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ricardo Wheeler
31775 Indian Oak Rd
Acton, CA 93510-2141
(661) 361-9809



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Monica Skoge
661 S Nardo Ave Apt R14
Solana Beach, CA 92075-2364



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Johnna Edmunds
3435 Sonoma Mountain Rd
Petaluma, CA 94954-9201



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis hadenfeldt
1
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Linnea Neuhaus
1 Excelsior Ct Apt 105
Oakland, CA 94610-3643



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Toni Russell
348 Firecrest Ave
Pacifica, CA 94044-1721
(650) 355-7108



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rachel Sonnenblick
912 Windham St
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-3448
(831) 458-2090



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

It is frightening to contemplate the additional risks to people,
communities and fragile habitats along the way!

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

Please carefully review the EIR since it is being criticized for
distortions.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and



Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Macy
15485 Bear Creek Rd
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-8645
(831) 338-6578



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Mortenson
2612 Del Way Apt B
Huntington Beach, CA 92648-6408
(714) 536-2413



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wayne Steffes
2187 Wisconsin Ave
Redding, CA 96001-2906
(530) 246-4060



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom'Nrichard Wilhein
3760 Florida St Unit 113
San Diego, CA 92104-3286
(619) 269-9885



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Aviva Porter
1611 Dwight Way
Berkeley, CA 94703-1803



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am very deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant
and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Talbot
16756 Simonds St
Granada Hills, CA 91344-3614
(818) 363-9298



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Send all of these trains to the tea bagger states. The mouth-breathin,
nose-picking, booger-eating tea-baggers love having gooey tar all over
their states. They vote for the tar billionaires every time.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Michael Kelly
519 California St
Huntington Beach, CA 92648-4916



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Mcmullen
2221 Lake Rd Apt 6
Belmont, CA 94002-8007
(650) 551-6408



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joanne Sulkoske
2366 Sirius St
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-1749
(805) 492-3061



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Aixa Fielder
4749 W Washington Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90016-1515
(323) 933-9065



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Graciela Huth
8732 El Manor Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90045-3707
(310) 649-4273



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Fang
1123 Oakland Ave
Piedmont, CA 94611-4127
(510) 658-3350



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kyle Bracken
12960 Greene Ave Apt 1
Los Angeles, CA 90066-6451
(310) 839-8888



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sean Barrett
119 Euclid Ave Apt A
Long Beach, CA 90803-2772
(909) 392-0301



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jisho Warner
155 Sparkes Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-5034
(707) 823-1513



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Darien Huey
14197 Elmira Cir
Magalia, CA 95954-9409
(510) 677-6020



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

MESSAGE:  Stop this dangerous oil shipping through our communities!
Thus we edose and adopt the following:

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Rosenbaum
231 Stanford Ave
Kensington, CA 94708-1103
(510) 526-6521



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Rumberger
497 Camino Laguna Vis
Goleta, CA 93117-1531
(805) 683-1445



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randy Hagen
7393 Palm Ave
Sebastopol, CA 95472-6708
(707) 829-3031



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vanessa Handy
241 Sierks St
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-2150



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Craig & Elaine Saltiel
36 Rocky Knl
Irvine, CA 92612-3257
(949) 679-0450



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Just say, "No" to Phillips 66. I am deeply concerned about
the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kirk Lumpkin
5505 Macdonald Ave
El Cerrito, CA 94530-1639
(510) 231-5912



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Martha & Robert Shogren
1860 Bloomfield Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-5405
(707) 823-2521



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Oliver Beqaj
525 Rialto Ave
Venice, CA 90291-4247
(718) 349-8704



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Devendorf
333 Florence St
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-6034
(408) 992-0449



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phil Winkels
PO Box 2032
Laytonville, CA 95454-2032
(707) 984-8002



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

MESSAGE:  Stop this dangerous oil shipping through our communities!
Thus we edose and adopt the following:

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Rosenbaum
231 Stanford Ave
Kensington, CA 94708-1103
(510) 526-6521



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cristian Ellauri
PO Box 132
San Geronimo, CA 94963-0132
(808) 428-3233



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandy Levine
974 N Holliston Ave
Pasadena, CA 91104-3012



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Volz
7131 Farralone Ave Unit 48
Canoga Park, CA 91303-1847
(818) 710-9323



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Firgens
PO Box 5123
Pine Mountain Club, CA 93222-5123
(661) 242-1629



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tracy Rosenberg
1904 Franklin St
Oakland, CA 94612-2912



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Topping
6443 Elmer Ave
North Hollywood, CA 91606-2614



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Lambert
17300 Debbie Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95033-8300



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Emerson
15644 Creek Hills Rd
El Cajon, CA 92021-2577



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Owen
2065 Canyon Close Rd
Pasadena, CA 91107-1063



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terence Fetterman
29115 Loma Prieta Way
Los Gatos, CA 95033-8110
(408) 353-3882



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Stansell
PO Box 802
Frazier Park, CA 93225-0802



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Neuhaus
2031 McCollum St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-2105



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Blevins
1248 Bryan Ave
San Jose, CA 95118-1808
(408) 266-9648



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Mather
6427 Miles Ln
Carmichael, CA 95608-2498
(916) 944-2829



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Tierney
PO Box 333
Guadalupe, CA 93434-0333



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Palladine
471 E Tahquitz Canyon Way
Palm Springs, CA 92262-6620
(760) 318-7019



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Karl Koessel
PO Box 257
Blue Lake, CA 95525-0257



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Reynolds
2514 Furmint Way
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-3620
(916) 362-4393



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anne Gross
1392 Mitchell Rd
Modesto, CA 95351-4920
(209) 541-3322



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Meyer
333 W Bay St
Spc 21
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-5703
(714) 516-8474



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Franc Fiamengo
803 W 29th St
San Pedro, CA 90731-6218
(310) 521-0551



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Corey Benjamin
970 Menlo Ave Apt 3
Los Angeles, CA 90006-2822
(843) 861-1271



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Robin Mooney
11255 Paso Robles Ave
Granada Hills, CA 91344-4151
(818) 832-2767



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

***I live a few miles inland and downwind from the refinery. I already
"enjoy" the degraded air quality from the refinery's drift
plume, and if this expansion of the refinery schedule proceeds,
thousands of real properties in Nipomo will be devalued by potentially
$millions, to say nothing of TAX DOLLARS LOST to SLO County tax
coffers. Is this what you want? DO not submit to pressure from
developers and the oil lobby lackeys.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.



Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sue Girard
535 Cory Way
Nipomo, CA 93444-9584
(805) 929-1664



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ralph Sanchez
251 20th Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-4953



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Henderson
5352 Sisson Dr
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-2443



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Art & Evette Andersen
10230 Ridgeview Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95945-4813
(530) 272-2751



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Reed
16635 Alviso Ct
Lake Elsinore, CA 92530-7038
(951) 674-5757



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ron Iacopucci
530 S Francisca Ave
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-4241



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Maletsky
20015 Chipmunk Rd
Sonora, CA 95370-8435



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teresa Treiber
828 Silvergate Ave
San Diego, CA 92106-2853
(619) 226-4521



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Smith
741 Acorn Dr
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-9330



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teresa Treiber
828 Silvergate Ave
San Diego, CA 92106-2853
(619) 226-4521



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Katherine Wright
4 Titian
Aliso Viejo, CA 92656-1478
(949) 305-6548



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Niles Morgan
2724 Wyatt Ct
Rocklin, CA 95765-5608
(925) 706-2466



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Adrian Fried
56 Lovejoy Way
Novato, CA 94949-6240
(760) 758-5117



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Crawford
22640 Erwin St
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-1711
(818) 325-5010



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Nasser
1920 Violet St Ste 202
Los Angeles, CA 90021-1627
(714) 865-1510



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcy Meadows
2609 Edison St
Graton, CA 95444-9304



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Townsend
520 S Van Ness Ave Apt 281
San Francisco, CA 94110-7320
(415) 404-8112



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kat Gelles
1125 Rivera St
San Francisco, CA 94116-1710



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Susan Harman
4114 39th Ave
Oakland, CA 94619-2206



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heather Richman
333 Castle Dr
Santa Cruz, CA 95065-1013
(831) 475-1339



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply agitated about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Madeleine Fisher-Kern
162 S Orange Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90036-3013



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jordana Nicholas
622 Blackburn St
Templeton, CA 93465-9342



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Senhen
4841 55th St
San Diego, CA 92115-2205
(619) 287-1498



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Keep SLO safe!

Sincerely,

Mr. Martin Iseri
4267 Bannister Rd
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-6916



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Beatriz Pallanes
2514 W Lingan Ln
Santa Ana, CA 92704-3131



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Wherity
1320 Deturk Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-5807



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Maria Welsh
12250 High Valley Rd
Clearlake Oaks, CA 95423-9324



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Bilicke
1550 Sunset Plaza Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90069-1344
(760) 324-3299



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Sweel
1920 6th St Apt 343
Santa Monica, CA 90405-1272
(310) 452-4443



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Kirk
272 Nevada St
Redwood City, CA 94062-2136
(650) 366-9783



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Victoria Erickson
335 Kingsbury Dr
Aptos, CA 95003-5132
(831) 688-8597



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Howard Stavedahl
1518 Solitude Ln
El Sobrante, CA 94803-2616
(510) 222-5659



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Anderson
1822 Ravenna Way
Roseville, CA 95747-5045



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Another bit of information - I have been told that it takes a lot of
water to refine tar sands oil, and what do we do with the polluted
water after the process?

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary J Wood
55 Broad St Apt 255
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-1769
(805) 541-1906



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly Thomas
9357 Lake Murray Blvd Unit B
San Diego, CA 92119-1465
(619) 461-1990



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Johnson
1814 Reinelt Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-1930



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloria Maldonado
131 Alameda De Las Pulgas
Redwood City, CA 94062-2711
(650) 366-3402



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alice Weigel
112 Terry Loop
Watsonville, CA 95076-3067
(831) 724-0704



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Darrell Neft
3132 Madeira Ave
Costa Mesa, CA 92626-2324
(714) 241-9387



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Erickson
1426 Frontero Ave
Los Altos, CA 94024-5915



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Rosa
PO Box 66488
Scotts Valley, CA 95067-6488



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am horrified by the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66
Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Pizzo
PO Box 2134
Monterey, CA 93942-2134
(831) 373-0653



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Danielle White
244 Dorsey Dr Apt 52
Grass Valley, CA 95945-5348



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gerry Williams
Potter Ave
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-6423



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joyce And Henry Moser
587 Avenida Majorca Unit C
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-6708
(949) 837-7822



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Charlotte Gallardo
470 Hollis Cir
La Habra, CA 90631-7134
(714) 879-2575



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tyler Price
1220 Olive Dr Apt 153
Davis, CA 95616-4703
(530) 204-9813



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joyce And Henry Moser
587 Avenida Majorca Unit C
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-6708
(949) 837-7822



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeri Pollock
590 Buena Loma St
Altadena, CA 91001-3006



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. James Morgenstern
1720 Berkeley Way
Berkeley, CA 94703-1506



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Wilson
530 E Vista Del Playa Ave
Orange, CA 92865-3434
(714) 974-0417



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Legere
2849 Portals Ave
Clovis, CA 93611-3401
(559) 298-0329



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Becky Geiser
4607 Hinson Pl
San Diego, CA 92115-2209
(619) 583-8514



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Tasker
21036 Shearer Ave
Carson, CA 90745-1234
(310) 549-5491



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. David & Ada Dorn
3896 Macgregor Cmn
Livermore, CA 94551-4970
(925) 449-1205



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stuart Niebel
501 W Aliso St
Ojai, CA 93023-2507
(805) 646-5076



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Farrow
15402 Cranbrook Ave
Lawndale, CA 90260-2427
(310) 880-9205



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Woods
544 Colby St
San Lorenzo, CA 94580-1027
(408) 546-7090



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

OH HELL NO, I'VE SEEN WHAT SPILLS DO!  I am deeply concerned about the
proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery.
This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Brophy
1270 Kenwood Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93109-1313
(805) 965-6240



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mohammad Khalil Nazihi
389 Palm Ave Apt 9
Oakland, CA 94610-3388



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julia Javrotsky
18 Woodstock Ct
San Rafael, CA 94903-4619



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tamara Cibellis
1385 Pleasant Hill St
Escondido, CA 92026-2331
(760) 310-3773



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lindsay Mugglestone
3023 Deakin St
Berkeley, CA 94705-1948
(510) 841-7859



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Rivera
658 W Hammel St
Monterey Park, CA 91754-6909
(323) 728-8033



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Damian James
432 38th St Apt D
Oakland, CA 94609-2739
(510) 601-0106



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Peebles
145 Cassandra Pl
San Ramon, CA 94583-3722
(925) 404-3687



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shannon Lucio
6232 Monterey Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90042-4331
(310) 749-0680



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sunnie Noellert
2822 Sandpointe Dr
Mckinleyville, CA 95519-6409



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nora Coyle
8066 E Woodsboro Ave
Anaheim, CA 92807-2508
(714) 336-9869



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Madeleine Krois
1358 14th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-2104
(415) 681-4979



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Leath
1128 Princeton Dr
Glendale, CA 91205-3629
(818) 507-1004



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Arlene Encell
2535 Armacost Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064-2715



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Shively
1475 Imperial Ave Apt 360
San Diego, CA 92101-7829
(619) 516-4329



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Forrester
PO Box 131
Felton, CA 95018-0131



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Theresa Cote
20240 Hummingbird Hill Rd
Colfax, CA 95713-9628



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Hall
9462 Lime Ave
Fontana, CA 92335-5356
(909) 823-1749



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Lodin
PO Box 1461
Mendocino, CA 95460-1461
(707) 937-5702



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Luiso
1326 Star Bush Ln
San Jose, CA 95118-3543



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Fitzgerald
PO Box 94119
#1
Pasadena, CA 91109-4119



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Michelle epstein
125 2nd St Apt 308
Oakland, CA 94607-4565
(415) 470-0395



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Welda Graybeal
2413 Alvin St
Mountain View, CA 94043-2761
(650) 968-6877



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Mckinley
8936 Blue Jay Ln
Weed, CA 96094-9746
(530) 925-3112



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Jacobel
PO Box 781
Oakhurst, CA 93644-0781
(559) 684-2515



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Aldridge
18 Villa Vista Ct
Novato, CA 94947-3608
(415) 897-7695



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Zerzan
16912 Falcon Ln
Sonoma, CA 95476-7250
(707) 721-6869



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cecelia Mccarty
11956 Bernardo Plaza Dr
# 209
San Diego, CA 92128-2538
(310) 658-8900



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Holden
124 Quartz Hill Rd
Redding, CA 96003-2120
(530) 209-7467



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Fujita
28512 Vista Madera
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275-0853
(310) 832-8283



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We hope you will read the following as it is VERY IMPORTANT!

We are DEEPLY CONCERNED about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable RISKS to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. We ARE concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, WE urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, WE urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger & Judy Mcclure
29111 Lotusgarden Dr
Canyon Country, CA 91387-1841
(661) 252-6187



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Morning Star Star
9850 Garfield Ave Spc 100
Huntington Beach, CA 92646-2447
(562) 480-1818



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Albert Benson
27091 Puerta Del Oro
Mission Viejo, CA 92691-4419
(949) 830-3854



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jean & Andy Danver
13474 Robleda Rd
Los Altos Hills, CA 94022-3423
(650) 948-1692



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Francis Davis
12969 Woodlake Rd
Grass Valley, CA 95949-9744
(530) 274-1259



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Wendt
6 New Dawn Cir
Chico, CA 95928-6811
(530) 892-1869



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcia Dale-LeWinter
0000 Don't Mail Me
San Francisco, CA 94115



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Isaiah Klein
223 Almon Dr
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-3102
(805) 403-8318



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christina Rios
5697 1/2 Engle Rd
Carmichael, CA 95608-2377



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Amanda Crumley
1855 Yosemite Dr Apt 5
Los Angeles, CA 90041-2860



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Tiarks
816 N Hayworth Ave Apt 1
Los Angeles, CA 90046-7127



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. GENE BURKE
PO Box 95
Woodland Hills, CA 91365-0095



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Edda Spielmann
2503 28th St Apt 4
Santa Monica, CA 90405-2970
(310) 399-0267



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ariela Emery
350 S Fuller Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90036-5552
(832) 771-9972



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Mccoy
18591 Madison Ave
Castro Valley, CA 94546-1644
(510) 889-1516



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeremy Spencer
551 Arguello Blvd
Pacifica, CA 94044-3318
(650) 516-6069



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. D R Spencer
3005 Thorn St Apt 8
San Diego, CA 92104-4600
(619) 584-7762



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Camp
3235 Mulberry St Apt 2
Riverside, CA 92501-0902
(951) 756-8030



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Hollie
3024 Calle Sonora Unit B
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-8849
(949) 472-3554



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ariel Adams
711 Cornell Ave
Albany, CA 94706-1702
(510) 649-6983



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Gavin
23562 Lipari
Laguna Hills, CA 92653-1830
(949) 586-0041



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christina Babst
728 N Doheny Dr
West Hollywood, CA 90069-5525



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wes Rawlins
Pendergast Ave
Cupertino, CA 95014-3620



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonnie Macraith
2592 Maple Ln
Arcata, CA 95521-5119
(707) 822-5413



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heather C. Gold
35966 Royal Sage Ct
Palm Desert, CA 92211-2716
(760) 360-8785



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Erik Klass
3125 Curts Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034-3203
(310) 945-8391



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Please Say NO, NO to the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Proposal!

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joyce Cochran
411 15th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94118-2846
(415) 668-7871



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Gize
5562 Le Fevre Dr
San Jose, CA 95118-3924
(408) 358-2189



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nikki Doyle
4115 Waterhouse Rd
Oakland, CA 94602-1842
(510) 763-6762



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jan Nunes
9731 Royal Palm Blvd
Garden Grove, CA 92841-1789
(714) 539-5929



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marisa Baca
38740 Aurora Ter
Fremont, CA 94536-4464
(510) 793-6566



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Morrow
2619 Water Tree Way
Sacramento, CA 95826-1916
(916) 202-1341



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Dave Billingsley
338 Vista Madera
Newport Beach, CA 92660-3501
(949) 903-5998



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eve Neuhaus
2031 McCollum St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-2105
(805) 786-4541



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.
The railroad yard sits in the heart of the huge community development
taking place in downtown Los angeles. We know from the constant
disasters in Canada and the US, that it is not a matter of
"if" but "when" we will experience some form of
contamination. We already live with the potential earthquake and
existing draught ,
we need to focus on protecting our environment, building on wind and
solar power instead of appeasing the powerful oil industry.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.



Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Tangen
300 S Santa Fe Ave # 664
Los Angeles, CA 90013
(818) 398-7573



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Andrea Fuchilieri
2939 Wawona St
San Francisco, CA 94116-2725



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Malley
1609 S Gary St
Anaheim, CA 92804-6113
(714) 991-8323



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Christlieb
2529 Tamarisk Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-8414
(707) 235-5022



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Meagher
1157 Markham Way
Sacramento, CA 95818-2913
(916) 497-0875



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thorsten & Gail Ostrander
11329 Red Cedar Way
San Diego, CA 92131-1928
(858) 549-7544



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lynton Auld
1527 Mathias Pl
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-8175
(707) 664-0204



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Huwe
116 N Helberta Ave Apt B
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-3117
(310) 379-8563



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Petrulias
23 Silvia Dr
Cazadero, CA 95421-9690
(707) 632-5532



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. J Holland
PO Box 1792
Sausalito, CA 94966-1792



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Adelson
2810 6th St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-4340



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Smith
215 Danube Dr
Aptos, CA 95003-2808



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janet Mc Entee
940 Willowleaf Dr Apt 2504
San Jose, CA 95128-3698



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Seltzer
18408 Clifftop Way
Malibu, CA 90265-5630
(310) 567-8254



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Eileen Elgut
359 Country Club Dr Apt 2
Simi Valley, CA 93065-6690
(631) 209-0158



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Piers Strailey
PO Box 3012
Quincy, CA 95971-3012
(530) 283-2604



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As someone who lived 5 years in SLO (Princeton Place) and has family
who has lived there 19 years, I have a deep and personal concern
regarding the oil terminal proposal.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dave Cowen
11209 Paseo Montanoso Apt 28
San Diego, CA 92127-5914



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rajiv Martel
240 Beach Pines Dr
Aptos, CA 95003-4704
(831) 840-4555



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. James Flaherty
2665 N Wishon Ave Apt 101
Fresno, CA 93704-5567
(559) 224-3053



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Zel Helstrom
860 Arbor Ct
Livermore, CA 94550-4713
(925) 447-6360



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Lovell
1037 Via Pacheco
Camarillo, CA 93012-5254



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pam & Mark Smithers
1819 Vallejo St
Saint Helena, CA 94574-2421
(707) 963-8081



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amy Wheat
11291 Stanford Court Ln
Gold River, CA 95670-6341
(916) 505-6365



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Letourneau
2037 Zinfandel Ave Apt 310
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-7239
(707) 544-2787



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. J Robert Frazer
102 Ravenhill Rd
Orinda, CA 94563-2702
(925) 254-2776



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Karen Chinn
134 Douglas Fir Cir
Cloverdale, CA 95425-5457
(707) 894-8590



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Megan Emery
1068 E Main St Ste 210
Ventura, CA 93001-5049
(805) 667-9059



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susanne Konigsberg
2355 Sunset Plaza Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90069-1208



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emily Ward
1040 Windsor Street
San Jose, CA 95129
(408) 691-9249



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Jr.
1221 Ebony Dr
Oxnard, CA 93030-8795
(805) 988-2949



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janice Boyce
1853 San Juan Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-1621



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Klecker
415 Linda Dr
Sonoma, CA 95476-5614



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alison Massa
564 Stone Dr
Novato, CA 94947-7502
(415) 883-8301



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jana Perinchief
3330 Arbor Way
Sacramento, CA 95821-3402
(916) 296-0026



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Veronica Villa
11 Beach Blvd
Huntington Beach, CA 92605



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Robinson
21075 Greenleaf Dr
Cupertino, CA 95014-1611
(408) 252-7918



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melissa davis
2400 15th St Apt 8
San Francisco, CA 94114-1270



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Terry Maul
PO Box 635
Tahoma, CA 96142-0635
(530) 525-6931



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alicia Ong
305 Magellan Dr
Pacifica, CA 94044-1015
(650) 255-5074



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Anna Campa
19424 Hathaway Ave
Hayward, CA 94541-2382
no



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne A'Becket
21163 Patriot Way
Cupertino, CA 95014-5707
(408) 973-9162



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.  In my perspective
both the potential and the likely risks far outweigh the meager
benefits.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Coralie Carraway
11401 Pickle Barrel Rd
Auburn, CA 95602-9505
(530) 888-1032



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers.

Problems: Toxic air emissions resulting from these shipments,
Volatile toxic chemicals leaking out of tank cars into
the air
Increased health risks -- particularly for children and
the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death
Communities and emergency responders along the rail
route are not prepared and current safety standards are not adequate to
protect the public.

The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account.

Examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project. The
proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify
these facilities to allow them to refine tar sands.

More toxic air and water pollution!!

Reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project creates
significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our communities and
our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Diana Vest Goodman
123 Mendosa Ave



San Francisco, CA 94116-1944



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Wendy Wilke
8147 N Cedar Ave Apt 102
Fresno, CA 93720-1856
(520) 323-4485



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Karl Levin
20959 Elkwood St
Canoga Park, CA 91304-5119



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Carney
Mohican Way
Antioch, CA 94531



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ravi Shah
924 Westwood Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90024-2910



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gail Tinsley
224 Winchester Dr
Goleta, CA 93117-1004
(805) 685-7222



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Reinhart
2626 29th St
San Diego, CA 92104-4907
(619) 283-3139



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Camille Gilbert
1923 San Andres St Apt F
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-4045
(805) 687-2478



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Miles W McLennan
946 Saint Marys Ln
Santa Barbara, CA 93111-1035
(805) 967-0560



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Neva Turer
2350 Los Olivos Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-2039
(707) 539-1220



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Bechtold
4181 Verdosa Dr
Palo Alto, CA 94306-3239



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Blackey
351 W Radcliffe Dr
Claremont, CA 91711-2838
(909) 537-5550



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ardis Skillett
37616 Montezuma Valley Rd
Ranchita, CA 92066-9768
(760) 782-0477



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jesse Soto
433 S Baldwin Ave
Apt C
Arcadia, CA 91007-3321
(626) 391-2642



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sara & William Chialtas
18001 Mayerling St
Granada Hills, CA 91344-2128
(818) 368-0347



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Zorine Rinaldi
1019 1/2 Pine St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-3923



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Francis Higgins
379 River Isle Way
Sacramento, CA 95831-3268
(916) 429-0241



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. June Sale
1455 Oriole Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90069-1155



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Paula Berry
1710 Malcolm Ave # 102
Apt 102
Los Angeles, CA 90024-5756
(310) 446-0779



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Isabella La Rocca
1918 Grant St Apt 3
Berkeley, CA 94703-6003
(510) 704-9521



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alexander Welczeck
6032 Shelter Bay Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-3040
(415) 794-3311



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joanie Murphy
6188 Ansdell Way
San Jose, CA 95123-5005
(408) 629-3448



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Jacobs
14235 Manatee Cir
Magalia, CA 95954-9608



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Manahan
102 Bendori Ct
Folsom, CA 95630-4615
(916) 984-9876



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Emily Brandt
3335 W McKinley Ave
Fresno, CA 93722-5525
(559) 276-7689



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bernard Hochendoner
218 Spring Ave
Patterson, CA 95363-8307
(209) 892-2185



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Robinson
PO Box 10512
San Rafael, CA 94912-0512
(415) 261-1968



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Ashcraft
2104 Juanita Ln
Sacramento, CA 95825-0235
(415) 260-2043



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Rabens
PO Box 444
Idyllwild, CA 92549-0444
(851) 659-5917



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lawrence Friedrich
4643 Beaumont Dr
Simi Valley, CA 93063-1804
(805) 527-5163



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed & Gloria Witucki
10720 Melvin Ave
Northridge, CA 91326-2231
(818) 363-1760



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Reid
125 Avenida De La Grulla
San Clemente, CA 92672-4630



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Buhowsky
83 Tahoe Ct
San Ramon, CA 94582-4865
(925) 555-1212



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Eichler
949 Evelyn Ave
Albany, CA 94706-2013
(510) 705-1124



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Branson
483 E Alvarado St
Pomona, CA 91767-4739
(909) 629-8652



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Branson
483 E Alvarado St
Pomona, CA 91767-4739
(909) 629-8652



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Romans
255 Lester Ave Apt A
Oakland, CA 94606-1254
(510) 835-7656



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roderick Tayler
PO Box 757
Weimar, CA 95736-0757
(530) 320-8009



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jake Gutman
1100 Via De La Paz
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-2507
(310) 459-6009



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

I have the following concerns:
1) there will be a  significant increase the number of crude oil unit
trains traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers increasing the likelihood for serious accidents.
2) these shipments will result in toxic air emissions  posing an
unacceptable risk to public health.  As you know volatile toxic
chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities
along rail routes, even Phillips 66 has admitted that its proposed oil
train facility will create "significant and unavoidable"
levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks --
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease,
respiratory disease, and premature death.
3) inadequateness of the safety standards and the preparedness of the
communities and emergency responders along the rail route to deal with
heavy, dangerous trains and current safety standards        4)
misinformation being recirculated in the draft EIR's outdated data
which does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster
involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of explosive crude
oil.

5)increased trains will also increase the risk of spills which will
damage the  many watersheds of the area, including the San Francisco
Bay-Delta watershed and California's central coast. A derailment near a
river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could
contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time
of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create
contamination risk for the rest of our state.  This water is critical
to Californians and the California food growing industries.  Once this
water is contaminated it is gone.

6)The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken
into account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and
refining process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Victoria Hartman
PO Box 414
El Portal, CA 95318-0414



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. B.K. Grindstaff
1 Washington Sq
San Jose, CA 95192-1000
(408) 924-4394



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Price
1338 14th St Apt 204
Santa Monica, CA 90404-1767
(323) 537-6667



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lou Ann Steinwand
1214 Warren St
Placentia, CA 92870-3638



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Redig
1575 Blue Oak Ln
Paso Robles, CA 93446-7350
(805) 239-4641



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Peters
1519 Ridgebrook Way
Chico, CA 95928-7364
(530) 899-1477



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nicole Raeburn
116 Wool St
San Francisco, CA 94110-5552



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Atchley
1084 Fern Ave
Felton, CA 95018-9541
(831) 331-6053



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Greggs
1475 Imperial Ave Apt 124
San Diego, CA 92101-7591
(619) 402-7152



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregg Kawczynski
3905 OliveAve
Long Beach, CA 90807



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Barlow
1533 Orillia Ct
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-4456



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betty Lou Notti
10 Marina Court Dr
San Rafael, CA 94901-3519
(415) 453-3072



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Maslin
1412 Saint Charles St Apt C
Alameda, CA 94501-7452
(510) 864-4091



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ouida Cox
23502 Longmeadow
Mission Viejo, CA 92692-1560
(949) 855-8972



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Cooper
1563 Solano Ave # 244
Berkeley, CA 94707-2116



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Budd
5619 S Holt Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90056-1314



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Neimoyer
1915 W Fountain Way
Fresno, CA 93705-3238
(559) 229-9269



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shari Laham
11856 Nebraska Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025-3848
(310) 471-6043



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Knight
22801 Marlin Pl
West Hills, CA 91307-2516
(818) 883-0325



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Debbie Moritz
17 Parker Ave
Atherton, CA 94027-5415
(650) 261-1010



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phillip Corbins
30074 Woodthrush Pl
Hayward, CA 94544-6885



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandie Minasian
20360 Wynfreed Ln
Porter Ranch, CA 91326-4056
(818) 772-1470



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Donahue
PO Box 803
Blue Lake, CA 95525-0803
(707) 834-2194



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Josh Krasnoff
227 Prospect St
Oak View, CA 93022-9421
(805) 649-8097



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I was in the area when the terrible Canadian accident at Lac Megantic
occurred and would NEVER want any people to have to suffer something
similar.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jim & Connie Rogers
7690 Santa Theresa Dr
Gilroy, CA 95020-5524
(408) 842-8494



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Blankenbiller
7010 Summitrose St
Tujunga, CA 91042-1926
(818) 352-2608



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Hansel
307 N Astell Ave
West Covina, CA 91790-1802
(626) 347-2572



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Keith Walker
12798 Canario Way
Los Altos Hills, CA 94022-2507



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

For more of the same, visit jwalshconfidential.wordpress.com!

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Walsh
Yucca St
Los Angeles, CA 90028



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Salome Hawkins
6159 E Calle Pantano
Anaheim, CA 92807-2308
(714) 313-3814



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Donna Carr, M.D.
1201 Sidonia St
Encinitas, CA 92024-2240
(760) 436-7836



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

It's our health and lives we want to protect.I am deeply concerned
about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Arlene Merryman
2951 Derby St
Berkeley, CA 94705-1350
(510) 849-0721



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Clark Smith
2315 Oak St
Berkeley, CA 94708-1628
(510) 525-1584



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Fenlon
728 Hartnell Pl
Sacramento, CA 95825-6621



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stephen Walsh
337 Spruce St
San Francisco, CA 94118-1883
(415) 668-7444



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rena Zaman-Zade
2041 E Grand Ave Unit 7
Escondido, CA 92027-3456



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Olivia Angell
4498 Silverado Trl
Calistoga, CA 94515-9646
(707) 942-4550



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Catherine Dale
18658 Cohasset St
Reseda, CA 91335-2737
(818) 774-3312



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gene Kostruba
468 Sierra Vista Ave Apt 15
Mountain View, CA 94043-2935
(650) 962-9547



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Pritchett
958 Park St Apt C
Alameda, CA 94501-5298



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. A.L. Hern
1545 N Hobart Blvd
Apt 332
Los Angeles, CA 90027-4991
(323) 871-0544



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Geraldine Harris
719 N Doheny Dr
Beverly Hills, CA 90210-3527
(310) 278-8101



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katy Crawford
1121 13th St
Los Osos, CA 93402-1401
(805) 439-0122



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ellis Heyer
221 Mount Shasta Dr
San Rafael, CA 94903-1082
(415) 499-9064



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Williams
14155 Magnolia Blvd Apt 330
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-1199



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Olsen
4440 Finley Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90027-2758
(818) 326-8456



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Bambi Corso
2558 Hood Dr
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-2430
(805) 494-4356



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Gallant
3018 N Naomi St
Burbank, CA 91504-1732



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert LeRoy Whitmore
2155 Foxworthy Ave
San Jose, CA 95124-1412
(408) 369-0150



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Quimby
308 E Las Flores Ave
Arcadia, CA 91006-4753
(323) 268-2678



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Harmon
60 Wilson Way Spc 61
Milpitas, CA 95035-2518



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Harmon
60 Wilson Way Spc 61
Milpitas, CA 95035-2518



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janine Bonk
8644 Sunset Ave
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-5305
(916) 965-4325



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janine Bonk
8644 Sunset Ave
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-5305
(916) 965-4325



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rodney Thorn
1711 Harte Dr
San Jose, CA 95124-1728
(408) 267-7584



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Forman
1743 Axenty Way
Redondo Beach, CA 90278-2811
(310) 372-3261



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Smith
1048 Bay Oaks Dr
Los Osos, CA 93402-4006



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Ogrady
9900 Corriente Rd
Atascadero, CA 93422-7720



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Kliche
3351 Ridge Park Ct
Long Beach, CA 90804-1201
(310) 542-7960



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Bertaina
7108 Aptos Beach Ct
San Jose, CA 95139-1501
(408) 578-1230



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. L A Lafata
180 Water St
Bay Point, CA 94565-3156



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vera Brown
6 Barcelona Cir
Redwood City, CA 94065-1338
(650) 595-4146



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Breazeale
1759 Westwood Dr
Concord, CA 94521-1233
(925) 262-3809



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Perryman
2025 Le Droit Dr
South Pasadena, CA 91030-3423
(626) 799-0596



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Judith Piper
614 Commodore Dr
Richmond, CA 94804-4584



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jane Merkel
833 Everding St
Eureka, CA 95503-5402
(111) 111-1111



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marc Fontana
1914 Avenida De Las Rosas
Santa Clara, CA 95054-1419
(408) 988-3610



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katrina Brewer
1 Grand Ave Bldg 170
San Luis Obispo, CA 93410-2500
(805) 630-7559



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Ososke
1048 Annapolis Dr
San Mateo, CA 94403-1549



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Janet Maker
925 Malcolm Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90024-3113
(310) 475-3396



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Olive Franklin
27860 Poppy Dr
Willits, CA 95490-8881
(000) 000-0000



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Ngo
1641 Lawrence Pl
Pomona, CA 91766-5454



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Britton
Vienna Drive
Aptos, CA 95003-2830



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Beth Wildermann
17333 Bear Creek Rd
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-8605
(408) 354-1576



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Del Vecchio
3456 Corbin Ct
Loomis, CA 95650
(916) 660-9377



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Poland
4802 Glenwood Ave
La Crescenta, CA 91214-2007
(818) 249-5670



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Denis
9542 Markwood Dr
Santee, CA 92071-1448
(619) 449-2281



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Gates
676 36th Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-5119



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply troubled as I read about the proposed crude-by-rail project
at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents
significant risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the already unacceptable number of crude
oil unit trains traveling through numerous California communities and
population centers. I am opposed to these shipments, whose toxic air
emissions pose an unacceptable risk to public health. Volatile toxic
chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air, poisoning communities
along rail routes. In its latest environmental review, even Phillips 66
itself admitted that the proposed oil train facility will create
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution,
including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report
cites increased health risks -- particularly for children and the
elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature
death.

I fear that communities and emergency responders along the rail route
are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains, and that current
safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
re-circulated draft EIR does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leah Emdy
2144 Acton St
Berkeley, CA 94702-1913



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Burns
170 Rainsville Rd
Petaluma, CA 94952-1017
(707) 763-1978



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Julie Lane
1245 Meridian Cir
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-4904
(707) 541-6460



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Vic Bostock
17 Cliveden Green
Altadena, CA 91001-4552
(011) 598-4431



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elinor Byrd
3035 12th St
Clearlake, CA 95422-9667
(707) 995-6054



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russ Grubbs
700 Orange Grove Ave Apt 308
South Pasadena, CA 91030-2427



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Jennifer Cartwright
PO Box 3395
Costa Mesa, CA 92628-3395
(661) 472-9164



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andy Fisher
77 Lerida Ct
Portola Valley, CA 94028-7424
(650) 233-8999



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Welch
463 Claudia Dr
Sonoma, CA 95476-5658



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tami Dorraugh
23641 Stagecoach Rd
Volcano, CA 95689-9763
(916) 367-1466



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Breitbard
765 Chimalus Dr
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2712



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Heiken
965 El Wood Ct
Napa, CA 94559-2049



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Virginia Eagan
2412 Guynn Ave
Chico, CA 95926-2013
(530) 891-0482



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Pantukhoff
2103 Calle Ola Verde
San Clemente, CA 92673-5626
(949) 388-2312



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Enid Folger
7 Captain Dr Apt 403
Emeryville, CA 94608-1730



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lane Yoshiyama
5080 Texford St
Los Angeles, CA 90022-1721



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Oldham
2712 Verde Vista Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-3031
(805) 898-1827



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Ashton
9357 Lake Murray Blvd Unit B
San Diego, CA 92119-1465



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dena Elfert
1320 Addison St Apt C434
Berkeley, CA 94702-1740
(510) 644-4454



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katrina Child
guerrero st
San Francisco, CA 94110-1563
(415) 824-8858



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Mathews
480 Collinwood Ct
Santa Clara, CA 95054-2109



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lucia Boyle
849 Almar Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-5875
(415) 680-8114



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gail McCredie
322 Hames Holw
Aptos, CA 95003-9300
(831) 786-9009



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Hutton
2554 Hyler Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90041-2949



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dave Rawcliffe
4031 Stanley Blvd Apt 220
Pleasanton, CA 94566-8052
(925) 223-8277



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Flitcraft
1812 Pineridge Dr
Cambria, CA 93428-5840
(805) 927-5388



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Mitchell
409 N Sierra Madre
Palm Desert, CA 92260-2124
(760) 346-7724



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Sandoval
2909 Community Ave
La Crescenta, CA 91214-3408
(818) 275-3393



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. E.H. Estes
1852 Villa St
Mountain View, CA 94041-1051



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pamela Scott
167 Teilh Dr
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-8543
(831) 338-2757



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Charest
213 N La Brea Ave
Inglewood, CA 90301-1247
(310) 946-1092



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Parry
1520 S Maple St Apt A
Escondido, CA 92025-6039
(619) 876-9112



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Littauer
1188 Alabama St
San Francisco, CA 94110-3435
(347) 784-6660



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jill Mistretta
904 Sir Francis Drake Blvd Apt 2
Kentfield, CA 94904-1572
(999) 999-9999



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Wightman
224 E Floral Ave
Arcadia, CA 91006-2501
(626) 358-3997



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Thryft
15520 Big Basin Way
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-9341



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Moe Stavnezer
9112c E Fairview Ave
San Gabriel, CA 91775-1308
(626) 287-6485



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stanley Murashige
811 N Fonda St
La Habra, CA 90631-3319
(847) 502-6153



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Alessandro Raganato
7 Via Lucania,
Venice, CA 90016
(390) 419-1466



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Downs
164 Red Hawk Ln
Crescent City, CA 95531-7901
(919) 333-4746



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Lockner
3710 Hicks Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-2420
(707) 823-3265



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phillip Mertz
5332 Bryant Ave
Oakland, CA 94618-1430
(252) 726-0664



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Femmer
699 14th St Unit 346
San Diego, CA 92101-7592
(760) 743-2400



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Helen Katz
1973 De Mille Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90027-1705
(323) 661-6697



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Annie Belt
890 Pacific Ave
San Jose, CA 95126-4822
(408) 288-6322



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marion Vargas
3209 La Cresta Dr
Bakersfield, CA 93305-1017
(661) 323-4617



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Berard
5760 Larryan Dr
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-4040



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Wilson
1536 N Old Stage Rd
Mount Shasta, CA 96067-9043



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Richard & Carolyn Rosenstein
2194 Century Hl
Los Angeles, CA 90067-3502
(310) 551-6558



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

you do NOT have the community's permission to approve of Phillips 66
plans to bring oil trains through SLO county!!

Sincerely,

Mr. Luke Carlow
1 Grand Ave
San Luis Obispo, CA 93407-9000



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leroy Chilton
2441 N Beachwood Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90068-3051
(323) 460-4880



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Earl Frounfelter
120 Palm Court Dr
Santa Maria, CA 93454-6644
(805) 925-5769



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Maurice Warren
198 Avenida Majorca Unit G
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-6745
(949) 454-9881



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Kleinman
372 Sea Ridge Rd Apt 3
Aptos, CA 95003-4340



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. P Gail Chesler
2914 Fyne Dr
Walnut Creek, CA 94598-4918



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Tammy Davis
423 E 7th St Rm 536
Los Angeles, CA 90014-2311
(213) 531-6190



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Lindsey
1315 Monroe Ave
San Mateo, CA 94401-1341
(650) 344-3079



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Youmans
6726 Ojai Ave
Ventura, CA 93001-9716



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Brittany Rosas
3051 Via Marina Ct
Oxnard, CA 93035-2458
(805) 984-0926



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Butler
900 El Paso Way
Hemet, CA 92545-1605



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jan Stark
10192 Wembley Cir
Westminster, CA 92683-5831
(714) 775-3236



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roberta Newman
300 Monte Vista Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-5080



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jayson Smith
2518 W Hallwood Blvd
Marysville, CA 95901-9409
(530) 742-9103



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Charlotte Schmid
501 Via Casitas Apt 704
Greenbrae, CA 94904-1934
(415) 461-1515



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Wilmoth
290 Napoleon St
San Francisco, CA 94124-1017
(415) 312-0581



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruth Ungar
3700 High St
Oakland, CA 94619-2108
(510) 531-7511



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Townsend
1060 Reed Ave Apt 43
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-8404
(555) 555-5555



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan McKinley Ross
815 Marguerite Way
Petaluma, CA 94954-4535
(707) 763-4403



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tiffany Solis
33348 Crestview Dr
Temecula, CA 92592-9244
(951) 795-8155



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. ALICE DEHNER
201 Reinecke Ct
Lincoln, CA 95648-8789
(916) 253-9035



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark DiMaria
9037 W 24th St
Los Angeles, CA 90034-1938



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stefan White
Henry Miller Library
Big Sur, CA 93920



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolee Tamori
111 Putnam Dr
Oroville, CA 95966-9244
(530) 589-0416



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Tindukasiri
1501 W Malvern Ave
Fullerton, CA 92833-2432
(714) 562-9004



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nora Roman
68 Arnold Ave
San Francisco, CA 94110-5913
(415) 206-9552



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Richardson
27024 Baseline St Apt 101
Highland, CA 92346-3179
(909) 863-2743



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Hunt
2752 Lancaster Ave
Hemet, CA 92545-9084
(951) 929-9501



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Barbara Rose
889 Mowry Ave Apt 109
Fremont, CA 94536-4130
(510) 797-2835



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan White
12540 Braddock Dr Apt 210
Los Angeles, CA 90066-6846
(310) 779-5780



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Catherine McCoy
30359 Savannah Oaks Dr
Murrieta, CA 92563-6856
(331) 384-4569



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Please no tar sands oil in California--its dirty and dangerous.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Hirth
1309 Cornell Ave
Berkeley, CA 94702-1009



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Peterson
1231a 46th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-1110
(206) 351-3765



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lama-Jigme Gyatso
9140 Church St
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730-2103
(562) 704-4029



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Cox
2200 W Esther St
Long Beach, CA 90813-1028



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Glaston
16400 Bubbling Wells Rd
Desert Hot Springs, CA 92240-9555
(760) 329-0814



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Daphne Figueroa
3787 Poe St
San Diego, CA 92107-2723
(619) 222-5267



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Dover
677 Stewart Way
Brentwood, CA 94513-6953



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Renee Bradford
4111 Tujunga Ave Apt 11
Studio City, CA 91604-3062
(818) 579-4318



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Cook
25129 Doria Ave
Lomita, CA 90717-1717



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Siegel
607 High St Apt B
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-5184



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Lewis
18221 Karen Dr
Tarzana, CA 91356-4607
(818) 881-5430



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Schilder
3603 Sleepy Hollow Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-1530
(707) 566-0895



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Singelin
PO Box 934
Lake Elsinore, CA 92531-0934



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Downing
9103 Jones Ct
Desert Hot Springs, CA 92240-1136
(619) 733-1175



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Abigail Bates
3706 Motor Ave Apt 35
Los Angeles, CA 90034-6424



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Giles
PO Box 612
Brownsville, CA 95919-0612
(530) 692-1581



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Luebben
97 E Saint James St
San Jose, CA 95112-4058
(408) 292-1611



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Leann Dupre
PO Box 17775
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96151-7775



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lani Arellanes
545 Elmwood Dr
Petaluma, CA 94954-6619
(707) 225-6605



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jared Greer
4138 Manila Ave
Oakland, CA 94609-2615



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Shamshoian
18765 Tuggle Ave
Cupertino, CA 95014-3624
(408) 857-6174



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Small
1025 Yale Ave
Claremont, CA 91711-3800
(909) 624-3300



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Hernandez
1402 E Florence Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90001-1937
(323) 234-3872



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Condelli
121 Janet Ave
Grover Beach, CA 93433-3214
(805) 473-1681



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Luschen
3125 Lower Ridge Rd
San Diego, CA 92130-1811
(858) 259-1279



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dana Timms
1920 33rd St
San Diego, CA 92102-1222



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gerald Kelly
1137 18th St
Santa Monica, CA 90403-5611



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ellie David
268 S Canon Dr
Beverly Hills, CA 90212-4007
(310) 273-2843



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Creeley
114 Whaler Cir
Hercules, CA 94547-1550
(510) 493-0844



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine George
1836 Locust St
Napa, CA 94559-4464



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeannie Pollak
2672 Honeysuckle Dr
Oxnard, CA 93036-6210
(805) 988-1048



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bruce Cozzini
PO Box 205
Capitola, CA 95010-0205
(831) 685-1547



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Michael & Izvara Predmore
81 Peter Coutts Cir
Stanford, CA 94305-2512
(650) 852-1249



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Rosenthal
1420 Woodside Dr
Apt B
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-5900
(510) 290-2063



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gilda Gustafson
17641 Grizzly Den Rd
Weed, CA 96094-9225
(530) 938-1752



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Raeann Moldenhauer
1041 November Dr
Cupertino, CA 95014-4122
(408) 252-0209



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Quick
7695 Derby Ln
Cotati, CA 94931-9703
(510) 919-6276



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. patrick mulcahey
191 Carnelian Way
San Francisco, CA 94131-1780



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mara Schoner
PO Box 4245
Idyllwild, CA 92549-4245



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am  concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.
I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from these
shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public health.
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning
communities along rail routes.
In its latest environmental review, Phillips 66 admitted that its
proposed oil train facility will create "significant and
unavoidable" levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur
dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health
risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart
disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

The EIR must also analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria
refinery, including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and
California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream,
reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking
water for millions of Californians.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo should not approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of
Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project
creates significant  unnecessary risks for our communities.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Shannon
1000 La Mirada St
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-3570



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anna Nichols
2742 Cabrillo Ave Unit 314
Torrance, CA 90501-7630
(424) 731-7034



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chad Johnson
635 E 9th St Apt 19
Long Beach, CA 90813-7602
(303) 518-8059



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenneth Dalwin
1720 Macarthur Blvd Unit 523
Oakland, CA 94602-1778
(510) 530-8349



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Gernert
11510 Riverside Dr Apt 3
Studio City, CA 91602-1027
(818) 579-4952



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Stromeyer
5910 Old Gulch Rd
San Andreas, CA 95249-9720


