
Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am adamantly opposed to the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents too many
significant and unnecessary risks unacceptable to communities across
California.
We have entered an era that in which oil and carbon/petro based energy
is obsolete and poses a danger to our health and the future.
The resources spent are much better put to developing sustainable
options.

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

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uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil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

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

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

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



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

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Halbe
18865 Lomita Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476-4620



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

PLEASE  - WE MUST FIND ALTERNATIVE FUELS

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

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

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

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

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Silver
901 Arlington Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-1928



(510) 528-2169



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Marchessault
4543 Bonny Doon Rd
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-9719
(831) 600-8127



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mcauliffe
6051 Selma Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90028-6414
(323) 952-6056



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lasman
9301 Woodley Ave
North Hills, CA 91343-2901
(818) 920-1423



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. Bob Andrews
1680 Main St
Morro Bay, CA 93442-1835
(805) 225-1321



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Varvas
24 Muirfield
Dove Canyon, CA 92679-3420
(202) 536-2758



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Willy Aenlle
573 Alameda St
Altadena, CA 91001-3055
(310) 922-2394



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Foreman
102 Germaine Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95065-1114
(831) 462-5772



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Ketsa Osborne
2760 Freeport Blvd
Sacramento, CA 95818-3053
(916) 442-4030



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

PLEASE DUMP THE PHILLIPS 66 SAN LUIS OBISPO OIL TERMINAL PROPOSAL NOW.
IT IS MUCH TOO DANGEROUS, TOO POLLUTING AND WILL HARM OUR FAMILIES,
COMMUNITIES AND OUR COUNTRY. THANK YOU.

Sincerely,

Mr. Conor Soraghan
Saratoga
S Diego, CA 92107-2336



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hall
1946 Grove St Apt 3
San Francisco, CA 94117-1149
(415) 379-9852



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Tristan Celayeta
70 Mirabel Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-2745
(415) 717-9221



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hodge
3481 Janice Way
Palo Alto, CA 94303-4213
(650) 494-3941



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Tapper
641 Mountain View Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95407-8261



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Trouve
6459 Estates Dr
Piedmont, CA 94611-3207
(510) 339-6459



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bolsky
802 3rd St Apt D
Santa Monica, CA 90403-1162



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,

Mr. Stanley Dudek
2062 Elkhorn Rd
Castroville, CA 95012-9724
(831) 475-2388



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. CT Bross
Adak Ct
Walnut Creek, CA 94597
(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. Lizzie Vierra
2021 Irvine Ave
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-2172
(949) 646-2907



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Constance Youens
23341 Red Willow Way
Murrieta, CA 92562-3245
(909) 677-0628



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hartley
14711 Banner Lava Cap Rd
Nevada City, CA 95959-8966
(530) 478-1943



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kadin
13652 Malena Dr
Tustin, CA 92780-1917



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Bill Meyer
24943 Auberry Rd
Clovis, CA 93619-9612
(559) 855-2946



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Patricia A.& Donald Anderson
10143 Stone Arch Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95949-9259



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ussery
512 S Lee Ave
Lodi, CA 95240-4027
(209) 369-6516



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Judith Thielen-Butts
1036 Sladky Ave
Mountain View, CA 94040-3653
(650) 964-3727



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Bill Meyer
24943 Auberry Rd
Clovis, CA 93619-9612
(559) 855-2946



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 jeffries
1212 Vacation Dr
Lafayette, CA 94549-3243
(925) 274-1558



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Petrine Mitchum
PO Box 1703
Santa Ynez, CA 93460-1703



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ricci
45151 Bill Owens Rd
Point Arena, CA 95468-0972
(707) 882-3454



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Mushtaq Syed
1870 Catherine St
Santa Clara, CA 95050-4630
(408) 260-9013



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Toback
3243 Oakdell Rd
Studio City, CA 91604-4223
(818) 769-3839



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Quinn
1377 Beverly Dr
Arcata, CA 95521-6552
(707) 826-0329



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,

Mr. Alan Dwillis
15837 Old Glory Way
Lathrop, CA 95330-9396
(209) 983-5059



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kutch
1279 Ashcroft Ln
San Jose, CA 95118-3505
(408) 267-0242



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Adriana Guidi
14410 Magnolia Blvd Apt 1
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-1020
(818) 624-5787



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Marie Williams
6409 Valley Oak Plz
Martinez, CA 94553-6121
(925) 229-0945



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Eileen Langan
19972 Echo Blue Dr
Penn Valley, CA 95946-8836
(530) 205-9081



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am sure that you have all heard about the serious risk issues
surrounding the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa
Maria Refinery--so I won't bother repeating them.

I strongly urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and
Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur
because this project creates significant, unavoidable, unnecessary, and
unacceptable risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharine Borslien
2110 Avenida Manzana
Atascadero, CA 93422-1881



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Reinys
1219 Francisco St
Berkeley, CA 94702-1334
(858) 748-6864



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Olafsdottir
938 5th St Apt 6
Santa Monica, CA 90403-2653
(310) 475-8643



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rosman
3845 Harrison St Apt 213
Oakland, CA 94611-5019



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Randall
22549 Berdon St
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-4409
(818) 932-9315



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Nichelson
1455 Filbert St Apt 112
San Francisco, CA 94109-1660



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Allan Gehman
540 South St Apt 58
Redding, CA 96001-0933
(530) 229-1675



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Childs
3572 Thomas Rd.
Miranda, CA 95553



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Milkewicz
1244 Battery St
Richmond, CA 94801-1807



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. Eva Nipp
3655 View St
Bakersfield, CA 93306-9775
(661) 872-2432



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Field
476 Warwick St
Cambria, CA 93428-2324
(805) 927-1618



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Davies
PO Box 630
Philo, CA 95466-0630



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rutherford
260 N Midway Dr Apt B26
Escondido, CA 92027-3340
(760) 213-1033



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Walp
1234 El Mirador Dr
Pasadena, CA 91103-2722



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Couacaud
253 Loma Bonita Dr
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-6632
(805) 543-0252



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Salvo
31 Nottingham Pl
Clayton, CA 94517-1121
(925) 672-1928



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ramsey
7801 Cowan Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90045-1136
(310) 338-1027



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Charle Hazlehurst
13663 Moonlite Ln
Redding, CA 96003-7423
(831) 915-4927



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Spaulding
55 Santa Clara Ave
San Francisco, CA 94127-1517



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Urmila Padmanabhan
42629 Queens Park Ct
Fremont, CA 94538-3946
(510) 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,

Mrs. Holly Dowling
PO Box 26
Pope Valley, CA 94567-0026
(707) 965-1729



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.

Those trains are traveling bombs.  Our communities take the risks and
the oil companies make the profit.  And, they are trying to slow up the
retrofitting of older rail cars that will make the cars safer (?)
because they don't want to spend the money.  That is how much they care
about your community.

Sincerely,

Mr. Walter Bishop
159 W Alta Grn
Port Hueneme, CA 93041-1801



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Randall Herzon
1819 H St
Eureka, CA 95501-2908
(707) 407-0554



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Reason
28606 Pietro Dr
Valencia, CA 91354-2698
(661) 670-8857



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Cookson
768 Val Sereno Dr
Encinitas, CA 92024-6919



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Felicetta
4442 Bakman Ave
Studio City, CA 91602-2012
(818) 506-4292



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,

Ms. Merianne Hanson
1468 Townview Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-7561



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephany Magana
8609 Gloria Ave
North Hills, CA 91343-5725
(818) 810-9596



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 & Helen Oelker
3285 Crestford Dr
Altadena, CA 91001-4109



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Essex
1481 Lakehills Dr
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762-3625



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jacobo
120 W Hill Ave Apt 122
Fullerton, CA 92832-2988



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Kerry Ewen
175 Albert Ct
Tracy, CA 95376-1300
(209) 832-1487



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sanford
15418 Gault St
Van Nuys, CA 91406-5213
(818) 761-9955



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Borcz
PO Box 620509
Redwood City, CA 94062-0509
(650) 367-9701



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Miller
13331 Moorpark St
Apt 206
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-3948



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Deanna Sparks
2394 Savanna Way
Palm Springs, CA 92262-8837
(760) 318-6460



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,

Ms. Inge Wagner
335 S Berendo St
Los Angeles, CA 90020-2055
(310) 651-0338



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Lawrence Freedman
1537 Comstock Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90024-5318
(310) 553-1115



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Scott
1645 Miramesa Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93109-1644
(805) 966-5821



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lamothe
4225 6th Ave
San Diego, CA 92103-7445
(619) 540-3986



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Foster
1798 Tonini Dr Apt 75
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-7461
(805) 786-4659



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Escobar
PO Box 404
Westwood, CA 96137-0404
(530) 256-3968



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Michele Rowe-Shields
560 Capitol Dr
Benicia, CA 94510-1308
(707) 742-4352



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. W El-Ahdab
4201 Balfour Ave
Oakland, CA 94610-1749



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,

Mrs. Alecia Gallanes
4074 Beech Ave
Yorba Linda, CA 92886-3175



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hawkins
16816 Boros Ct
Weed, CA 96094-9684
(805) 320-7468



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. Daniel Gonzalez
14405 Corte Lampara
San Diego, CA 92129-3819
(858) 538-8458



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kellogg
33 Edgewood Way
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-2805
(831) 469-4600



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Grovenburg
1956 Josephine Ave
San Jose, CA 95124-1512
(408) 377-9021



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pearce
3529 Paseo De Elenita Unit 187
Oceanside, CA 92056-4151
(760) 529-4023



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Jo Forkish
400 Ives Ter
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-1943



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude oil-by-rail project at
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. I believe this project presents
significant and unacceptable risks and costs to communities across
California. The so-called "benefits", which primarily accrue
to onlly Phillips 66, do not justify the significant risks and costs
which will have to be borne by the public.

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

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

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

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

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



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

For all the 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 would create significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate that should not
be taken.

Sincerely,

Mr. Victor Bilger
727 Parmenter Ave
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-2456



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,

Mr. Carl Wirz
6693 Corte Maria
Carlsbad, CA 92009-5917



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,

Mrs. Nadya Schmeder
1901 York St
Napa, CA 94559-1107
(707) 290-2039



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Huyett
21539 Jessie Way
Los Gatos, CA 95033-8906



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mckelvey
1830 E Yosemite Ave Spc 196
Manteca, CA 95336-5051
(209) 823-7324



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Traci Thompson
PO Box 2012
San Anselmo, CA 94979-2012
(415) 460-0123



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Khush Samra
1423 Estrella Way
Turlock, CA 95382-8633



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Stefanie Gandolfi
4211 Harbor View Ave
Oakland, CA 94619-2209
(510) 479-3001



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Lara Ingraham
800 N Las Palmas Ave Apt 105
Los Angeles, CA 90038-3531



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Darla Sadler
86 Carlyn Ave
Campbell, CA 95008-1914
(408) 459-8660



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Lydia Caronna-Craig
6201 Florin Perkins Rd
Sacramento, CA 95828-1012



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Krikourian
4100 Milano Ct
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762-6914
(916) 939-6681



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Elizabeth Milliken
1256 Hudson Ave
Saint Helena, CA 94574-1920
(707) 963-8754



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Shapira
70 Dunfries Ter
San Rafael, CA 94901-2439
(415) 499-1781



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Roussel
1075 Memory Ln
Escondido, CA 92026-1722
(760) 738-9198



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Carpenter
2707 Belmont Canyon Rd
Belmont, CA 94002-1204



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Erin Diehm
2316 Jefferson Ave
Berkeley, CA 94703-1620
(510) 666-0662



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mosoff
PO Box 22541
Carmel, CA 93922-0541
(831) 625-0380



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Zak
PO Box 177
Forestville, CA 95436-0177



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Marsha Stokes
1714 Royal Oaks Dr
Duarte, CA 91010-1840
(626) 358-9625



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Burnham
PO Box 4059
Paradise, CA 95967-4059
(530) 876-9211



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Payne
PO Box 100
Forest Knolls, CA 94933-0100
(510) 926-9579



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Heide Benveniste
1329 S Saltair Ave Apt 4
Los Angeles, CA 90025-1329
(310) 478-9401



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Valerie Ross
11876 Calle Deposito
El Cajon, CA 92019-4001
(619) 660-8046



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Graves
1619 137th Ave
San Leandro, CA 94578-1603



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Grant
Bodega
Bodega, CA 94922-0265



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Swanson
7915 Bacon Rd
Whittier, CA 90602-2737
(562) 693-4838



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Chris Leverich
7600 W Manchester Ave Apt 450
Playa Del Rey, CA 90293-8919
(310) 641-1955



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Swanson
7915 Bacon Rd
Whittier, CA 90602-2737
(562) 693-4838



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Maury Swoveland
23761 Saint Elena
Mission Viejo, CA 92691-3604
(949) 370-0558



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Blaise Brockman
370 Campus Dr
Arcadia, CA 91007-6917



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Nadya Schmeder
1901 York St
Napa, CA 94559-1107
(707) 255-5830



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Porter
1870 Newport Ave
Pasadena, CA 91103-1445



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,

Dr. Nancy Tulley
19841 Riverview Dr
Fort Bragg, CA 95437-5033
(707) 964-0893



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Sarah Macdonald
3262 Central Ave
Alameda, CA 94501-3109
(510) 521-1283



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Jerry And Mary Lee Martin
1450 Tunnel Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2139



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes.

In its latest environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its
proposed oil train facility will create "significant and
unavoidable" levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur
dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health
risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart
disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

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

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

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

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

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

With the massive and critical negatives associated with this proposal
and no real benefits to anyone but Phillips 66, rejecting the proposed
project is the only responsible course of action.  Please act to
protect our California communities, people and environment from this
disastrous project.

Thank you for your attention.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcy Vincent
1957 W Summerland St
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275-1325



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

WE DON'T NEED ANOTHER LYNCHBURG HERE. IN FACT, AMERICA DOSN'T NEED
ANOTHER LYNCHBURG ANYWHERE.I am deeply concerned about the proposed
crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This
project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

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

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

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

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

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Richman
4229 21st St
San Francisco, CA 94114-2721
(415) 647-4449



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. christel capps
574 Blairburry Way
San Jose, CA 95123-1303
(408) 281-0276



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

This important report also defines the oil industry's not-so-subtle
refusal to use best available control technology, or apply best
practices at multiple oil refineries in U.S (including California) !!.,
Instead, US regulators currently allow the oil industry to skimp on
feasible mitigation (requiring use of NEW upgraded crude oil train cars
!    FACTS in this important new report are crucial NEW EVIDENCE of oil
industry's  insincere and false gesture that industry's 'self
regulating' culture provides sufficient margins to 'protect public
health and safety', elsewhere in U.S., and in California's refinery and
rail connections.

In California, I am among many others who urge SLO Planning Commisssion
to reject Philips 66 Santa Maria oil terminal proposal !!    Altho I
live in San Diego County, I imagine Phillips 66 (and other oil giants)
already have plans for large oil terminal locations all over
California, including southern California.   I grew up in LA County,
and still have many friends and my family living, and breathing in high
pollution environments near existing refineries in, or near San Pedro,
Wilmington, Long Beach, Huntington Beach, and all the way to Mexico.
This is also a VERY LARGE community that deserve(s) protection from an
oil industry that puts profit margins over public safety margin(s).
They've all made their obscene profits (including in southern CA since
the early 20th century), yet still receive ridiculous tax breaks.
Public health & safety in unprotected communities have resulted in
catastophic events time after time, even tho oil industry 'experts' all
claim that probabilities of accidents are so remote, and the industry's
defense in depth systems are so robust.    All are claims unsupported
by evidence in the public record, and at the  extreme expense of local
communities threatened by oil industry's absolute failures to protect
public health & safety.    Examples abound .... like most recently



... Richmond, CA?

Let's just imagine, or require oil industry to self report all
historical events, accidents, incidents, 'unexpected' events, speed
excess accidents, mechanical failure accidents, human error caused
accidents, training deficiency accidents.

For any other potential terminal proposal location(s) especially in
California, the oil industry needs to step up, and upgrade
infrastructure, upgrade mitigation measures, emergency planning, first
responders education/training, and equipment, and provide FUNDING TO
SUPPORT SAFER methods to transport oil by rail, without sacrificing
public health and safety, or the welfare of first responders at every
level, and volunteers.

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

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

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

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

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Borchmann
1141 Carrotwood Gln
Escondido, CA 92026-2353



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Shawn Britton
1134 Pomeroy Ave
Santa Clara, CA 95051-4424
(408) 551-0722



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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. Canter
167 Blackfield Dr
Tiburon, CA 94920-2036



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Diane Messick
3016 Lexington Ct # 205
Marina, CA 93933-4737



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Schloetel
207 W Los Angeles Ave # 241
Moorpark, CA 93021-1824
(805) 552-0073



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Christine Bourg
4512 2nd St
Pleasanton, CA 94566-7338
(925) 846-9721



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bergen
15752 Zeigler Ct
Ramona, CA 92065-4947
(760) 788-4337



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,

Mr. Thomas Jodan
474 Churchill Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94301-3603



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Gemma Geluz
2929 Juniper St
Fairfield, CA 94533-1469
(707) 422-8398



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Carey
1238 Seaward Dr
Santa Maria, CA 93454-1567
(805) 928-1190



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Johnson
1783 Revere Ave
San Francisco, CA 94124-2345



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Floyd O'Brien
33 W Alder St
Stockton, CA 95204-5701
(209) 466-9159



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Carey
1238 Seaward Dr
Santa Maria, CA 93454-1567
(805) 928-1190



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Good
1604 Reliez Valley Rd
Lafayette, CA 94549-2129
(925) 938-1267



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Summers
6522 Sutter Ave
Carmichael, CA 95608-2727
(916) 944-0184



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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,

Mr. Paul Waller
23428 Canzonet St
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-6013
(818) 346-5152



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wallace Rhine
22401 Fort Ross Rd
Cazadero, CA 95421-9704



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Terry & Mr. Martin Horwitz
1326 23rd Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-1608
(415) 504-6994



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Baer
4731 Noeline Ave
Encino, CA 91436-2105
(818) 298-2692



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wesley Keebler
15442 La Maida St
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-1043
(818) 599-6760



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wood
398 Washington Ave
Ukiah, CA 95482-8340



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hewett
7779 Veragua Dr
Playa Del Rey, CA 90293-7942



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Arthur W. Lynn
11263 Cement Hill Rd
Nevada City, CA 95959-9704
(530) 478-1956



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Foster
2426 Shadyridge Ave
Escondido, CA 92029-5312
(760) 747-6872



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Martin
2780 Bromley Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-4316



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Fagerskog
280 Tawnee Way
Crescent City, CA 95531-5143
(707) 388-3003



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jacobson
PO Box 129
Yosemite National Park, CA 95389-0129
(786) 355-6293



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Dana Dodge
36648 Magnolia St
Newark, CA 94560-2936
(510) 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. Ted Fishman
790 Villa Teresa Way
San Jose, CA 95123-2639
(408) 224-8441



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Vallejo
8040 Colonial Dr
Stockton, CA 95209-2311



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,

Mr. Dave Ogilvie
3435 Richland Dr Apt 14
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-3250
(805) 687-4268



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Michaelis
1770 17th Ave Spc 66
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-1854
(831) 435-6990



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Changus
7862 Camino Aguila
San Diego, CA 92122-1915



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cannon
PO Box 14581
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96151-4581
(530) 541-2468



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wigon
3231 Geri Ct
Rosamond, CA 93560-6330
(916) 533-5859



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lee Robinson
1935 Hickok Rd
El Dorado Hls, CA 95762-9747
(916) 941-9826



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Buchanan
1300 Spyglass Pkwy
Vallejo, CA 94591-6928



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Plopper
PO Box 395
Chester, CA 96020-0395
(530) 902-9038



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Havassy
5940 Thornhill Dr
Oakland, CA 94611-2149
(510) 339-3043



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lorch
23733 Posey Ln
Canoga Park, CA 91304-5237



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn Moore
7400 Midfield Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90045-3230



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Shannon
164 Bronze Way
Vista, CA 92083-4437
(760) 726-2013



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gonzalez
PO Box 15616
Long Beach, CA 90815-0616
(714) 377-9302



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Wirz
6693 Corte Maria
Carlsbad, CA 92009-5917



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,

Ms. Lynne Jones
24701 Raymond Way Spc 174
Lake Forest, CA 92630-4716
(949) 837-1085



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Agbayani
2748 35th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-2814
(415) 661-2795



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Hakak
306 N Oakhurst Dr
Beverly Hills, CA 90210-4924
(310) 275-7752



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Kielman
2100 27th St Apt 5
Sacramento, CA 95818-1947
(916) 736-2305



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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. Dudley and Candace Campbell
13167 Ortley Pl
Valley Glen, CA 91401-1329
(818) 762-4331



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Trent Myers
829 I Ave
Coronado, CA 92118-2447



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pierotti
5070 Trenary Way
San Jose, CA 95118-2626
(785) 856-5929



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,

Dr. Virginia Kennedy
1854 Grand Oaks Ave
Altadena, CA 91001-3614
(626) 345-1489



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marsha Malone
13228 Roswell Ave
Chino, CA 91710-4770
(909) 590-9519



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,

Ms. Avis Boutell
50 Bernal Ave
Moss Beach, CA 94038-9789



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Steiner
2440 McCready Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90039-3331
(323) 666-6630



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Graham
203 Roberts St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4639
(831) 425-1642



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pela Tomasello
621 Windham St
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-2543
(831) 427-2870



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Price
1631 Florida St
San Francisco, CA 94110-4815



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kemper
1388 California St # 404a
San Francisco, CA 94109-4915
(415) 776-5657



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Meghan Tracy
3456 Hackett Ave
Long Beach, CA 90808-2901
(562) 493-4046



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hakeem Holloway
1208 W 30th St
Los Angeles, CA 90007-3104



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Holt
2251 Lido Cir
Stockton, CA 95207-6017
(209) 472-1242



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Tree Wright
2335 Hidalgo Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90039-3633



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. The toxic air emissions resulting from these shipments, would
pose an unacceptable risk to public 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.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Berke
PO Box 311
Monte Rio, CA 95462-0311
(707) 865-2506



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rod Stelter
831 Stoneman Way
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762-4217
(916) 803-8132



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Benavides
3637 Gallagher Cir
Antioch, CA 94509-5935



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hank Ramirez
4823 Mansfield St
San Diego, CA 92116-1979



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Mercer
PO Box 1805
Sonoma, CA 95476-1805
(707) 287-0713



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mariposa
4708 Chandler St
Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1912
(805) 967-7399



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lou Copp
1075 Space Park Way Spc 87
Mountain View, CA 94043-1435
(650) 326-3991



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Locks
325 Richardson Way
Mill Valley, CA 94941-4051
(415) 383-3491



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Johnson
1542 Kent Ave
Escondido, CA 92027-1422
(760) 738-6888



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jade English
7485 Rush River Dr
Sacramento, CA 95831-5259
(808) 875-3711



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Bonnie Behre
739 36th Ave Apt 101
San Francisco, CA 94121-3456
(415) 592-8320



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Plopper
PO Box 395
Chester, CA 96020-0395
(530) 284-7414



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorraine Hall
20480 Woodbury Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95949-9519
(530) 346-6812



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Castaneda
1320 S Broadmoor Ave
West Covina, CA 91790-3948
(626) 960-2301



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bernabe Contreras
60 Sierra Madre Blvd
Arcadia, CA 91006-1637
(626) 355-6842



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Shepard
8125 Quiet Knolls Dr
Antelope, CA 95843-4838
(916) 348-9711



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Arlene Stevens
8451 Montpelier Way
Sacramento, CA 95823-7231
(916) 222-5154



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mancini
PO Box 156
Albion, CA 95410-0156
(707) 937-2023



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

NO MORE FRACKING IN CALIFORNIA!

Sincerely,

Ms. Shirley Cofresi
PO Box 468
Applegate, CA 95703-0468
(530) 878-8100



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Partridge
6490 Twin Circle Ln Unit 3
Simi Valley, CA 93063-6409
(805) 579-9093



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pierszalowski
1257 Shell Ave
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-2041
(831) 646-9172



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sloan
10376 Almayo Ave Apt 5
Los Angeles, CA 90064-2679
(310) 277-4845



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Schwimmer
1227 S Genesee Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90019-2407
(323) 935-4139



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Arntz
18399 Half Moon St
Sonoma, CA 95476-4865
(707) 996-3271



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery, a source of pollution which already
undermines the public's health and safety. This project presents
significant and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jewell Spalding
27647 Fairview Ave
Hayward, CA 94542-2219
(510) 889-5816



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cohen
8080 Warren Ct
Granite Bay, CA 95746-8704
(916) 768-6046



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rowland
PO Box 76154
Los Angeles, CA 90076-0154
(310) 770-8904



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hughes
40 Clancy Ln S
Rancho Mirage, CA 92270-4529
(760) 954-2257



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Quinsey
300 W 6th Ave
Chico, CA 95926-3102



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Forrest
784 Bluff Dr
Los Banos, CA 93635-5161
(209) 826-3508



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Waldorf
1520 Senimi Cir
Ceres, CA 95307-1607
(209) 538-0708



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Fuller
PO Box 967
Cotati, CA 94931-0967
(707) 823-4121



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Britton
1176 Rimer Dr
Moraga, CA 94556-1725
(925) 631-0969



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Reel
PO Box 51066
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-6066



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judi Naue
515 D St Apt 5
San Rafael, CA 94901-3832
(415) 457-0968



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Adrienne L
19716 Totila Way
Trabuco Canyon, CA 92679-1229



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,

Dr. Peter And Margaret Bresler
328 Travis Dr
Los Osos, CA 93402-4330
(805) 528-5234



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Schuamcher
18 Paseo Canos
San Clemente, CA 92673-7037
(949) 218-8649



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Blackwell-Marchant
5737 Medallion Ct
Castro Valley, CA 94552-1708
(510) 506-1549



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,

Mr. Peter Adolay
4126 Cowell Blvd
Davis, CA 95618-4322
(208) 343-2910



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. Kathy Krause
1698 Sarazen St
Beaumont, CA 92223-8572
(951) 769-7984



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Meisner
25271 Oak Canyon Ln
Lake Forest, CA 92630-6408



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,

Ms. Sarah Luu
4075 Cadwallader Ave
San Jose, CA 95121-1110
(408) 809-7407



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Tim Taylor
2330 Camden Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064-1919



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Gail Bedinger
1175 Vintage Dr
Rio Vista, CA 94571-5100
(707) 374-2718



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Goodale
1135 Palou Dr
Pacifica, CA 94044-4214
(650) 355-9654



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Woods
3549 Iowa Ave
# 92
Riverside, CA 92507-7205



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lee
6857 Paradise Rd
Salinas, CA 93907-8739



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Raider
1145 Pacific Beach Dr Unit 109
San Diego, CA 92109-5156



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Fritz
4053 8th Ave Apt 53
San Diego, CA 92103-2216
(161) 929-4404



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. This includes my community.   I am concerned about the toxic
air emissions resulting from these shipments, which would pose an
unacceptable risk to public health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out
of tank cars into the air poisoning communities along rail routes. In
its latest environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its
proposed oil train facility will create  "significant and
unavoidable" levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur
dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health
risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart
disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Delgado
12100 Steffs Ct
San Martin, CA 95046-9726
(408) 683-4456



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,

Mr. Iain Macdonald
2130 Mustang Ln
Arcata, CA 95521-4548



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,

Mr. Richard Klune
4714 Renovo Way
San Diego, CA 92124-2451
(858) 292-1737



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wittig
508 Scott St Apt 11
San Francisco, CA 94117-2392



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hansen
7565 Charmant Dr Unit 310
San Diego, CA 92122-4724
(858) 558-6287



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Burns
4151 Garden Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90039-1309



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elanor Cherier
775 E Blithedale Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-1554



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Francine Larstein
368 White Rd
Watsonville, CA 95076-9626
(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. Ramsey Gregory
5201 Laguna Oaks Dr
Elk Grove, CA 95758-7315
(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,

Mrs. Almalee Henderson
2550 Dana St Apt 2e
Berkeley, CA 94704-2863
(510) 666-0638



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Turmell
PO Box 5863
Sugarloaf, CA 92386-5863
(818) 249-7737



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Dinwoodie
41 Oakvale Ave
Berkeley, CA 94705-2403
(510) 717-1647



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wally Juchert
224 Mockingbird Cir
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-6218
(707) 538-8492



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Brady
928 Parkman Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90026-2906



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Rothman
14 Cliff Rd
Belvedere, CA 94920-2432
(415) 435-1096



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kent Morris
2900 Madison Ave Unit B16
Fullerton, CA 92831-2295
(714) 528-5468



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jenkins
21212 Ridgeview Dr
Sonora, CA 95370-9157
(209) 533-1903



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Schell-Ryan
23925 Boulder Oaks Dr
Corona, CA 92883-4152
(951) 277-5304



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Trymon Hunter
514 Baines Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476-3969



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am DEEPLY concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are NOT prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Jourdan
PO Box 7569
Ventura, CA 93006-7569
(818) 516-4872



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Blair
3741 Westwood Blvd Apt 4
Los Angeles, CA 90034-6727



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Quashnick
2601 Henderson St
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150-4152
(530) 573-8929



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Signe Wetteland
1925 Donner Ave Apt 3
Davis, CA 95618-0378
(530) 757-8555



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Brown
7940 Bodega Ave
Sebastopol, CA 95472-3540
(707) 869-9923



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Foucher
514 N Clementine St
Anaheim, CA 92805-2612
(714) 828-5162



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Rullman
733 Front St Unit 601
San Francisco, CA 94111-1996



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Henderson
7127 Hollister Ave
Goleta, CA 93117-2859



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Landi
946 Maine Ave
Long Beach, CA 90813-4027



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charlie Young
PO Box 232
Mendocino, CA 95460-0232
(707) 984-8856



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Glenn
9938 Clybourn Ave
Sunland, CA 91040-1381



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Brazil
3178 Fowler Rd
San Jose, CA 95135-1104



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruby Mitchell
10619 Farallone Dr
Cupertino, CA 95014-4407



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. K Smith
350 E Taylor St Apt 1110
San Jose, CA 95112-3142
(408) 279-0605



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kiyo Hayasaka
1930 E 27th St
Oakland, CA 94606-3466
(510) 910-0716



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mammon
5308 Coach Dr
Richmond, CA 94803-3866



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Flynn
130 Colonade Sq
San Jose, CA 95127-2877
(408) 251-1382



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Lisa Nakamura
1129 McKinley Ave
Oakland, CA 94610-3909
(510) 333-0017



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Weinstein
1525 Siesta Dr
Los Altos, CA 94024-6157
(650) 967-3057



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sinkov
146 S Dillon St
Los Angeles, CA 90057-1106
(213) 384-3376



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adolfo Lopez
4986 Field St
San Diego, CA 92110-2204



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Alison Bonn
11803 Goshen Ave Apt 302
Los Angeles, CA 90049-7311
(424) 248-0755



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Amato
2091 San Luis Ave Apt 10
Mountain View, CA 94043-2806
(818) 509-0125



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Angell
Ponderosa Rd
Rescue, CA 95672
(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. J. V. Foti
714 Pacific Ave
Long Beach, CA 90813-4234
(562) 901-2608



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. Scott Kaminski
2170 Manchester Rd
San Leandro, CA 94578-1134
(510) 542-3456



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,

Ms. Roz Goldstein-Cobb
125 Corte Anita
Greenbrae, CA 94904-1106
(415) 461-2061



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Schneider
10491 Boulder St
Nevada City, CA 95959-2626
(530) 470-0134



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wornum
11780 Cranford Way
Oakland, CA 94605-5812



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Olga Sevilla
7050 Shoup Ave Unit 162
Canoga Park, CA 91303-1850



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. Tracy Gordon
4018 E Vermont St
Long Beach, CA 90814-2844
(562) 438-6173



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Schwartz
130 Tree Frog Ln
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4856
(831) 471-9096



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,

Mr. Matthew Coleman
3830 Harrison St Apt 201
Oakland, CA 94611-5098
(510) 595-9244



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mcginnis
PO Box 647
Twain Harte, CA 95383-0647
(209) 586-9264



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Silas Peacock
1850 Club Center Dr Apt 1328
Sacramento, CA 95835-1666



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rose Oleary
PO Box 41374
Los Angeles, CA 90041-0374



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Champlin
3676 Albatross St
San Diego, CA 92103-3923
(619) 295-8823



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 J Stratford
2839 Haddington Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90064-4442



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Russell
6052 Chabot Rd Apt 10
Oakland, CA 94618-1661
(510) 653-8708



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mac Beth
1244 Hearst Ave Apt 5
Berkeley, CA 94702-1473



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 LaMont
15610 Peters Stone Ct
San Diego, CA 92127-6136



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Alexis Wray Negele Miller
1342 Stanford St Apt 3
Santa Monica, CA 90404-2541



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jed Manwaring
1536 Parker Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-4525



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kendrick
PO Box 21238
El Sobrante, CA 94820-1238
Unlisted



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Tchir
402 N Lucia Ave
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-3006
(310) 376-1728



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hauf
I don't give this
Fairfax, CA 94930



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Schwartz
703 S Forestdale Ave
West Covina, CA 91791-3016
(626) 437-4935



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Mortimer Glasgal
1501 Santa Barbara St Apt E
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-1920



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Yrastorza
2436 Bonar St
Berkeley, CA 94702-2021
(510) 649-9216



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pearl Hartz
1255 N Broadway Apt 355
Escondido, CA 92026-2865
(760) 294-5180



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rebello
3923 W 9th St
Los Angeles, CA 90019-2038
(213) 383-5503



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Narducy
36 Vista Encanta
San Clemente, CA 92672-3123



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lopes
979 Regal Rd
Berkeley, CA 94708-1427
(510) 815-3961



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Mary Zhu
1955 10th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-1332
(530) 756-0198



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pauline Haggerty
1022 San Luis Cir
Unit 618
Daly City, CA 94014-3615



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Bein
3046 Frye St
Oakland, CA 94602-4039



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Diamond
523 Santa Barbara Rd
Berkeley, CA 94707-1716
(510) 527-6617



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cohen
473 43rd St
Oakland, CA 94609-2139
(510) 428-9041



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mills
915 Pierce St Apt 206
San Francisco, CA 94115-4509
(415) 441-1688



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Freriks
9234 Rio Dell St
Rosemead, CA 91770-1457



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,

Mrs. VICKI  & ROD6 KASTLIE
4473 Muir Ave
San Diego, CA 92107-2310
(619) 225-5763



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mikal Baker
986 C St
Arcata, CA 95521-5939
(707) 822-9412



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lonnie Sheinart
12108 Ivy Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90064-3521
(310) 473-1080



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harry Blumenthal
2773 Avery Ln
Eureka, CA 95501-3304



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edd Mabrey
283 Beverly St
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-1401
(949) 376-0088



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Britton
3963 California Way
Livermore, CA 94550-3617



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzi Sandore
1522 S Upas St
Escondido, CA 92025-5556
(760) 484-3440



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Kathleen Waddell
815 Skyline Dr
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-1053
(805) 542-0833



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 And Ligia Bertin
11130 Sunrise Ridge Cir
Auburn, CA 95603-6011



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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. Jesse Greer
6 Seaside Ct
Sacramento, CA 95831-3775
(916) 974-1979



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ramos
PO Box 560
Solvang, CA 93464-0560
(805) 717-1486



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Miller
570 Orchard Ln
Colfax, CA 95713-9523
(530) 305-3993



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ferrell
338 15th St
Santa Monica, CA 90402-2212



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Postgate
PO Box 9958
Truckee, CA 96162-7958



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Abrams
138 Cortland Ave
San Francisco, CA 94110-5504
(415) 824-6216



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Decater
25451 East Ln
Covelo, CA 95428-9861
(707) 983-8196



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,

Ms. Jessica Stiles
1506 Summit Rd
Berkeley, CA 94708-2217
(510) 984-0919



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Lamb
303 W Montecito Ave
Sierra Madre, CA 91024-1826
(626) 357-6449



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Fisher
20030 El Rancho Way
Monte Rio, CA 95462-9764
(707) 865-2872



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Lu Murphy
244 Avalon Dr
Pacifica, CA 94044-2305
(650) 922-1569



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mclean
18022 Bigelow Park
Tustin, CA 92780-2235
(714) 726-2421



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kerans
PO Box 3407
San Luis Obispo, CA 93403-3407



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shan Magnuson
915 Carr Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-2943
(707) 545-6081



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Winter
2637 Dana St
Berkeley, CA 94704-3325
(510) 697-5798



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Jessica Hintz
121 Hillswood Dr
Folsom, CA 95630-2118
(916) 989-6635



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Carlita Martinez
2635 23rd St Apt 2
San Francisco, CA 94110-3542
(415) 647-1321



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Chera Van Burg
4 Bayview Dr
San Rafael, CA 94901-3581



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nona Weiner
14238 Lucian Ave
San Jose, CA 95127-1433
(408) 937-4712



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rene Mcintyre
145 Taylor St Apt 808
San Francisco, CA 94102-2877
(415) 345-1959



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Poulsen
108 Vista Prieta Ct
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-1881
(831) 464-2067



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alexa Mcmahan
4892 Maui Cir
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-2363
(714) 846-8571



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Netti
1266 Via Escalante
Chula Vista, CA 91910-8145
(619) 248-3103



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,

Ms. Amber Sumrall
841 Laurel Glen Rd
Soquel, CA 95073-9778



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Erna Toback
3243 Oakdell Rd
Studio City, CA 91604-4223



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Liao
154 Lombard St
San Francisco, CA 94111-1141



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



Now that we actually have blue skies a fair amount of the time, this is
no time to backtrack on efforts to clean up the environment we have
been busily poisoning.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheryl Brezina
128 Ashvale Dr
San Dimas, CA 91773-1113



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Berk
PO Box 928
El Granada, CA 94018-0928



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cooley
3080 McKinley Dr
Santa Clara, CA 95051-6813
(408) 243-9541



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,

Mr. Muiz Brinkerhoff
1610 Peterson Ln
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-2365
(707) 526-4905



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Fightmaster
9961 Troon Ct
Windsor, CA 95492-7989



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Bobette Barnes
321 Olive Cir
Healdsburg, CA 95448-4319
(707) 431-8039



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Statom
404 1st St
Solvang, CA 93463-2714
(805) 688-4780



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Bente Galle
6560 Creekside St
Redding, CA 96001-5840
NA



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 & Jean Aiken
663 Torrington Dr
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-2445
(408) 732-6716



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Tina Luboff
327 N Alfred St
Los Angeles, CA 90048-2502



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Malan Hall
13983 Gracie Rd
Nevada City, CA 95959-9624
(530) 265-2755



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Randy Johnson
7503 Elphick Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-4711



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Betty St. Clair
620 Sand Hill Rd Apt 123d
Palo Alto, CA 94304-2096



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Marshall
21569 Main St
Barstow, CA 92311-9747



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sherry Denton
120 Alamitos Ave
Long Beach, CA 90802-5360



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
(808) 286-0745



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. Cathy Holden
PO Box 254733
Sacramento, CA 95865-4733



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Weiske
6128 Wilshire Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90048-5106
(310) 289-8482



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pam Zimmerman
946 Hyland Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-2230
(707) 843-5773



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 & Gwen Whittle
1025 Ordway St
Albany, CA 94706-2513



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. W Lynch
3562 Mandeville Canyon Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90049-1022
Do NOT Call



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Dunn
50 Mission Ave
San Rafael, CA 94901-3521
(415) 457-0755



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Swiggett Gould
988 Iva Ct
Cambria, CA 93428-2913



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wilson
1972 Zehndner Ave
Arcata, CA 95521-5468
(707) 822-3475



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Smith
2827 Hillegass Ave
Berkeley, CA 94705-2105
(510) 843-5911



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Helga Gendell
220 Waterview St
Playa Del Rey, CA 90293-8049
(310) 302-8998



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Espiritu
948 N Orlando Ave
West Hollywood, CA 90069-4206



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.  It presents unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of oil trains traveling through
California.  I am worried about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose a risk to public 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.

Communities and emergency responders along the rail route are not
prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains, and current safety
standards are not adequate.  The recirculated draft EIR misinforms the
public because it uses outdated data 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 EIR must also fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a
spill near each of the many watersheds crossed, including the San
Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's central coast.  A
derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater
aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of people.
During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and
create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands oil must also be taken into
account.  At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil.  Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo
proposals as a single project.  The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo.
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them to
refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery.  San Luis Obispo
must not approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all these  aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo
County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the



Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.  The project creates unavoidable and
unnecessary risks for communities and the climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bryan Ashby
850 Pine Ave
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-3153



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lance Johnson
3324 Emerald Isle Dr
Glendale, CA 91206-1112
(818) 790-0502



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eagan Wilson
888 N San Mateo Dr Apt B418
San Mateo, CA 94401-2688



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Summers
2311 River Plaza Dr Apt 15a
Sacramento, CA 95833-3240
(916) 927-5570



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Culmore
172 Cordoba Way
Windsor, CA 95492-8301



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,

Mr. Ryan Davis
250 N First St Unit 425
Burbank, CA 91502-1873



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Saame
10950 Minnesota Ave
Penngrove, CA 94951-8602
(707) 795-9331



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mani White
4707 El Centro Ave
Oakland, CA 94602-1448
(510) 251-0633



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gardner
911 Arnold Way
San Jose, CA 95128-3404
(408) 993-8415



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rosas
1467 Don Ave
Santa Clara, CA 95050-3717
(408) 243-1182



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 St Blaze
2007 W 3rd St Apt 207
Los Angeles, CA 90057-2351



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Blaze Bhence
4190 Elizabeth Ct
Cypress, CA 90630-4119
(714) 484-0662



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ralph
41932 Bessie Jacobs Rd
Raymond, CA 93653-9798
(925) 447-7751



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Olivia Diaz
16914 Pasquale Rd
Nevada City, CA 95959-9575
(530) 470-8303



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about 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 Redding, CA I
live close to the tracks as do my elderly parents in Sacramento and my
oldest daughter in Vacaville. We HAVE far too much evidence proving
that the old style rail tankers AND the toxic cargo present a clear and
present danger to both the residents and the environment. Please take a
stand against this proposal.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in



Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katharine Hansen
4265 Brittany Dr
Redding, CA 96002-5108
(530) 221-7010



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Locks
18528 Happy Ln
Sonoma, CA 95476-4315



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, San Luis Obispo must
not approve this project and create a contamination risk for the rest
of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Thomas
PO Box 262
Mount Shasta, CA 96067-0262



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn Wolfson
2817 Cambridge Rd
Cameron Park, CA 95682-9242



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Deakins
7206 Rue Godbout
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275-4407



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Scibek
508 Stonewood Dr
Vacaville, CA 95687-9439
(707) 446-2131



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Michalik
318 13th St
Seal Beach, CA 90740-6505



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gille
1603 Grandon Ave Apt 344
San Marcos, CA 92078-3783
(760) 476-1792



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. Rachel Kaplan
71 Purrington Rd
Petaluma, CA 94952-4862
111



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Krieger
5706 Baltimore Dr Unit 332
La Mesa, CA 91942-1656



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cameron
14224 Recuerdo Dr
Del Mar, CA 92014-2956
(858) 259-7825



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hoobler
2909 Hansen Rd
Hayward, CA 94541-5528
(510) 530-2681



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hennessy
7987 Via Roma Dr
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-5929
(916) 966-6747



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Clara Levy
6617 Orange St
Los Angeles, CA 90048-4643



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Marshall
20635 Spring Garden Rd
Foresthill, CA 95631-9201
(530) 367-3028



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Ross
4646 Zane St
Los Angeles, CA 90032-2040



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mcdade
3613 Arlington Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90018-4314
(323) 766-1925



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pucci
2610 Beach Head Way
Richmond, CA 94804-7478
(510) 233-7255



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Johnston
15 Issaquah Dock
Sausalito, CA 94965-1333
(415) 847-8573



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rita Henry
2526 Loretta Cir
Simi Valley, CA 93065-2318
(805) 578-0563



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wiltberger
2573 San Carlos Ave
San Carlos, CA 94070-1747
(650) 594-9710



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Klebl
160 18th Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-4906
(503) 719-6595



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Small
29191 Alderpoint Rd
Blocksburg, CA 95514-9201
(707) 926-5406



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery is deeply disturbing. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marilyn Jay
3921 Dawn Dr
Loomis, CA 95650-9749
(123) 456-7890



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Michele Dessons
Le Pont
Sagnat, CA 94108



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Trudy Emmons
2295 Goodwin Ave
Penngrove, CA 94951-9628
(707) 795-7020



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tedd Kawakami
3704 San Rafael Ave
Stockton, CA 95204-2416



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sherryl Del Angel
1417 Myrtle St
Calistoga, CA 94515-1630
(707) 942-5917



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,

Dr. Matt Wright
7632 Anchor Dr
Goleta, CA 93117-2438



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Aronson
21717 96th St
California City, CA 93505-4823
(760) 382-2544



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Natalie Epstein
3348 James M Wood Blvd Apt 5
Los Angeles, CA 90006-1224
(213) 908-5899



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bacon
83 Chula Vista Dr
San Rafael, CA 94901-1204



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are. more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Prechtel
2337 Greenwich Rd
San Pablo, CA 94806-1023
(510) 724-6561



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Naomi Stein
5831 Ocean View Dr
Oakland, CA 94618-1534
(510) 839-1310



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Whitley
24951 Sunset Pl W
Laguna Hills, CA 92653-4905



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jaime Baldner
240 Hudson Bay St
Foster City, CA 94404-3523



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosalie Newberg-Fisher
12506 Royal Rd
El Cajon, CA 92021-1771



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Marrino
638 Bamboo Ter
San Rafael, CA 94903-3158
(415) 479-6704



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Byrne
739 31st Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-3523



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ratkovsky
58 Van Tassel Ln
Orinda, CA 94563-1136
(925) 465-1230



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. Dorothy Li Calzi
1221 19th St Apt B
Santa Monica, CA 90404-1264
(215) 848-5068



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alexa Mcmahan
4892 Maui Cir
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-2363
(714) 846-8571



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gray
1729 Arlington Blvd
El Cerrito, CA 94530-2005
(510) 235-6097



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gray
2087 Delaware St Apt 14
Berkeley, CA 94709-2216



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,

Ms. Kate Riley
15854 Orange Blossom Ln.
Los Gatos, CA 95032



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 & Betty Scatena
2226 Segarini Way
Stockton, CA 95209-2331
(209) 478-7966



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. Walter Bodger
5805 Comstock Ave Apt 4
Whittier, CA 90601-5416
(562) 696-9259



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pryputniewicz
8427 Park Ave
Forestville, CA 95436-9375



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Klug
149 Orchard Oak Cir
Campbell, CA 95008-2133



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caryn Cowin
317 Monterey Rd Apt 15
South Pasadena, CA 91030-3517
(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. Scott Rubel
977 Montecito Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90031-1633



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Corinne Glazer
2727 Halsey Rd
Topanga, CA 90290-4008



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Colleen Hamilton
5744 E Creekside Ave Unit 16
Orange, CA 92869-3145



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

This is important!  I am deeply concerned about the proposed
crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This
project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.
Please consider carefully.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Wedeen
11219 Califa St
North Hollywood, CA 91601-1205



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,

Ms. Angela Munoz
268 Euclid Ave
Oakland, CA 94610-3146



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kilby
10249 Rayford Dr
Escondido, CA 92026-8200
(760) 735-3320



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jackson
1944 Anza St Apt 2
San Francisco, CA 94118-3655



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Stinstrom
PO Box 61032
Irvine, CA 92602-6034



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Connie Beck
1077 Vista Madera Ln
El Cajon, CA 92019-3579
(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,

Ms. Bonnie Margay Burke
PO Box 601493
San Diego, CA 92160-1493



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Eva Young
5350 Sonoma Mountain Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-8515



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lewis
600 W Capitol Ave Unit 134
West Sacramento, CA 95605-2354
(916) 372-4336



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Osterhoudt
21022 Los Alisos Blvd Apt 214
Rancho Santa Margarita, CA 92688-3246



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,

Mrs. Juliann Berman
508 Nimitz Ave
Redwood City, CA 94061-4228
(650) 995-7473



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Villar
1823 Begonia Ct
Pleasanton, CA 94588-5300



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ganter
817 W Pedregosa St
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-4634
(805) 448-0600



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michele Martin
1318 Berkeley St
Santa Monica, CA 90404-2521
(310) 828-6611



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Horner
406 Santa Barbara Ave
Morro Bay, CA 93442-1871



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Sterner
480 Rosina Dr
Los Osos, CA 93402-3116
(805) 238-9185



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Shields
860 Bluebird Canyon Dr
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-2800
(949) 494-2226



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Husoe
33642 Valle Rd
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675-4812



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board 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 am counting on
your leadership.

Sincerely,

Miss Susan Swan
2907 Corte Celeste
Carlsbad, CA 92009-9211
(760) 942-3465



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Francisca Salazar
3436 E 2nd St
Los Angeles, CA 90063-2916
(323) 268-0938



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Swanson
Grand Ave
Alhambra, CA 91801



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Guernsey
1400 Grandview Ave
Ojai, CA 93023-2020
(805) 646-6418



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Donna Crossman
771 Balboa Ave
Coronado, CA 92118-2025



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Evan Albright
1375 Mail Pouch Ln
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-7812
(805) 546-8562



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. June Varn
2445 Boxwood Dr
San Jose, CA 95128-1104
(408) 394-3431



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ashley Trigg
343 N Avenue 53
Los Angeles, CA 90042-3305
(818) 720-9071



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sylvia Morris
537 Piney Way Apt A
Morro Bay, CA 93442-2353



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Beswick
605 N Arden Dr
Beverly Hills, CA 90210-3509



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephan McCartney
33748 Cedar pine lane
P.0. Box 8223
Green Valley Lake, CA 92341
(951) 532-8885



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Raney
800 N Lovers Ln Apt 234
Visalia, CA 93292-7410
(513) 205-3047



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. sasha bobrowicz
2091 Camino Al Lago
Menlo Park, CA 94027-5938



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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,

Ms. Kelley Lehr
909 E Edgeware Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90026-5129



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Watts
17410 Stagg St
Northridge, CA 91325-4533
(818) 430-0922



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Menendez
1736 Ganges Ave
El Cerrito, CA 94530-1960



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Scavoni
15313 Thionnet Pl
Moorpark, CA 93021-3201
(805) 901-3059



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emma Java
Lake helix dr
La Mesa, CA 91941



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. bob setliff
303 E Arcade St
Stockton, CA 95204-3705
(209) 390-2815



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. Jerry Peavy
2111 Algonkin Ave
Chico, CA 95926-2518



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. Pam Griffin
41029
Camarillo, CA 93012
(805) 987-1953



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. Shannon Kilkenny
PO Box 188
Bolinas, CA 94924-0188



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. virginia wallace
2613 Kline Ct
Davis, CA 95618-7668



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. Whitney Fuller
1 Cedar Cir
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-2752



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. Carol Ann Brusven
433 Sylvan Ave Spc 11
Mountain View, CA 94041-1645
(650) 967-1659



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. Annie McClure
18330 Wards Ferry Rd Spc 47a
Sonora, CA 95370-8612



Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Why??? Because it matters (of course) ....

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 J. McCloskey
PO Box 13013
San Luis Obispo, CA 93406-3013



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. Marie Ammerman
538 Yarrow Dr
Simi Valley, CA 93065-7352



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. Carol Jensen
PO Box 576
Aromas, CA 95004-0576



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. Jolene Rossi
PO Box 5895
Oceanside, CA 92052-5895
(760) 622-8182



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. JEANI BARRETT
4333 Ironwood Ave
Seal Beach, CA 90740-2923
(562) 342-1546



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,

Miss Heather Ragsdale
18320 Shake Ridge Rd
Sutter Creek, CA 95685-9780
(805) 458-5350



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. Joan Rubenson
8943 Gulfport Way
Sacramento, CA 95826-2128



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. Sue Canavan
4714 Woodview Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-8747
(707) 545-8838



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. Cathy Eisemann
251 Kerry Dr
Santa Clara, CA 95050-6603



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. Fred Rible
11657 La Grange Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025-5331



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. Gayle Goetz
25495 Meadow Dr
Pioneer, CA 95666-9504



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.

NO THANK YOU.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 lazo
4525 Russell Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90027-4428



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. Bradley Giles
37732 Palo Verde Dr
Cathedral City, CA 92234-7803



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. As you are well aware, this project
presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities across
California.

This proposal would unnecessarily increase the number of crude oil unit
trains traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to vehemently reject the
Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project creates significant,
unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rosalba Cofer
175 Emerald Oak Dr
Galt, CA 95632-2322



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. kristin olson
3274 Descanso Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90026-6218
(714) 514-7901



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. Heidi Derby
13325 Kornblum Ave
Hawthorne, CA 90250-8901



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Elizabeth Hennessy Kyle
13756 Mira Montana Dr
Del Mar, CA 92014-3420
(858) 481-5315



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Amanda Withrow
2940 1/2 Elm St
Los Angeles, CA 90065-1965
(213) 830-6721



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Deimile Mockus
207 N Windsor Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90004-3837



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chris Chirinos
6530 Schmidt Ln Unit D205
El Cerrito, CA 94530-3275



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maria Hernandez
4679 Warm Springs Rd
Glen Ellen, CA 95442-8743



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heidi Buech
12940 Walsh Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-6548



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Salerno
5020 Temple City Blvd
Temple City, CA 91780-3829



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As a former resident of San Luis Obispo, I am deeply concerned about
the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mann
PO Box 577
San Jacinto, CA 92581-0577
(805) 754-4604



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Armstrong
27397 Paseo Sienna
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675-5326
(949) 493-4763



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pam Watanabe
1766 W Silver Lake Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90026-1232
(323) 644-7521



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hunrichs
8360 Carlton Oaks Dr
Santee, CA 92071-2206



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,

Ms. Marilyn Taylor-Kremen
3741 Edenhurst Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90039-1733



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Patricia Simpson, M.D.
46 Tomahawk Dr
San Anselmo, CA 94960-1649
(415) 485-1325



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,

Mrs. Jacki Hileman
9800 7th Ave
Hesperia, CA 92345-3134
(760) 948-0000



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. Paul Benavidez
308a Chambersburg Rd
Fillmore, CA 93015-9700
(805) 340-1448



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Williams
548 Fresh Meadows Rd
Simi Valley, CA 93065-6801
(805) 583-5735



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gulnaz A
17950 Lassen St
Northridge, CA 91325-4850



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Marschner
100 Pringle Ave Ste 505
Walnut Creek, CA 94596-3581
(925) 296-5154



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keenan Sheedy
4229 Marmion Way
Los Angeles, CA 90065-3946
(323) 224-9433



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cody Grout
14526 Old White Toll Rd
Grass Valley, CA 95945-4320
(530) 274-1929



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mcbride
2532 Rockdell St
La Crescenta, CA 91214-2220
(818) 359-9230



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Janice Eddy
913 Fassler Ave
Pacifica, CA 94044-3659
(571) 250-9955



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Tomczyszyn
243 Ramsell St
San Francisco, CA 94132-3140
(415) 452-8295



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ricewasser
142 N Heliotrope Ave
Monrovia, CA 91016-2410



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristin Womack
396 San Francisco Blvd
San Anselmo, CA 94960-1639



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Munch
4663 Kennington Dr
Santa Maria, CA 93455-4189
(805) 937-8598



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Sigel
170 Oak Dr
Oak View, CA 93022-9629



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Clayton
5715 Freeman Ave
La Crescenta, CA 91214-1520



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vijaya Eyunni
367 Countrybrook Loop
San Ramon, CA 94583-5303



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Denise & Patrick Mayosky
397 S Park Victoria Dr
Milpitas, CA 95035-5708
(408) 207-8952



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anke Brady
2698 Mandeville Way
West Sacramento, CA 95691-4547
(650) 961-9579



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mindi White
PO Box 481185
Los Angeles, CA 90048-9440
---



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mock
11580 Brook Ln
Truckee, CA 96161-4925
(530) 386-6364



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rowell
123 Belcrest Dr
Los Gatos, CA 95032-5106



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mapes
2009 Imola Ave # 15
Apt 15
Napa, CA 94559-4372
(707) 260-9479



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nolan Turner
784 Pescadero Dr
San Jose, CA 95123-3938
(408) 225-1129



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenny Rich
7052 Remmet Ave
Canoga Park, CA 91303-3108
(818) 963-8919



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Liz Williams
272 Montecito Blvd
Napa, CA 94559-2120
(707) 253-1804



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Toni Garcia
26601 Laurel Crest Dr
Laguna Hills, CA 92653-7551



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Polfus
1312 W Broadway St
Needles, CA 92363-2734
(760) 406-2279



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Munny Toor
1030 Tiverton Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90024-3000



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Wasgatt
308 Alta Vista Ave
Roseville, CA 95678-1702
(916) 781-2426



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Aranda
661 Jasper Ave Apt A
Ventura, CA 93004-2390



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 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Spring
4632 Glenalbyn Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90065-5060



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Webster
55 Southwind Cir
Richmond, CA 94804-7405
(510) 233-7449



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Watts
2030 Santa Clara St
Richmond, CA 94804-5236
(510) 528-0369



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am writing about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips
66 Santa Maria Refinery.  I believe this project presents an
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

It is clear that communities and emergency responders along the rail
route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current
safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

Also, the climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be
taken into account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and
refining process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

I insist that the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. San Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in
isolation.

Sincerely,

Dr. Greg Taylor
685 Van Fossen Rd
Paradise, CA 95969-2532
(530) 872-9685



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sweet
1512 San Anselmo Ave
San Anselmo, CA 94960-1818
(415) 233-2449



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Gina Dowden
7343 El Camino Real
Atascadero, CA 93422-4697



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 admitted that its proposed oil train facility will
create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution,
including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report
cites increased health risks -- particularly for children and the
elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature
death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains, and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, or reservoir, or
above a groundwater aquifer, could contaminate drinking water for
millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must
not approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest of
our state.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wizansky
2728 Judah St Apt 3
San Francisco, CA 94122-1457



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.

Why is there virtually NO respect for our environment and its natural
inhabitants...Why are NON THINKING, NON CARING, GREEDY individuals
running all the SHOWS these days?????   FIX IT NOW before its too
late!!!!!!!

Sincerely,

Ms. Debbie Verdugo
210 Avenida Montalvo
San Clemente, CA 92672-4482
(949) 366-9471



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

This rail spur idea is a bad one.  I was in Canada the year that the
better part of a town was wiped out by flamable fuel during a rail
accident.

There is no good reason to put local residents at risk for this
transport.  Don't do 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 .

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in



Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Duenow
PO Box 12410
1443 Osos St.
San Luis Obispo, CA 93406-2410
(805) 549-0405



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Strand
11127 Hesby St Unit 7
North Hollywood, CA 91601-4267
(818) 209-6773



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery because it presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Williamson
1755 Belle Meade Rd
Encinitas, CA 92024-4210
(760) 635-8615



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Archer
15852 Deer Trail Dr
Chino Hills, CA 91709-2495
(909) 597-8007



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Conley Day
518 Ashland Ave
Santa Monica, CA 90405-4314



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I hope that you Commissioners and Supervisors are thinking very
carefully about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66
Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Brown
2112 Carleton St
Berkeley, CA 94704-3214
(510) 655-5512



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Glover
2975 E Indianapolis Ave
Fresno, CA 93726-2313



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Felipe Garcia
3573 Via Las Lupes
Oroville, CA 95965-9702
(530) 533-2357



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Waller
11255 Caminito Inocenta
San Diego, CA 92126-6107
(858) 635-8942



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arnold Gatti
1597 De Soto Way
Livermore, CA 94550-5640
(925) 447-0714



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rosas
4353 Edwards Ln
Castro Valley, CA 94546-3653
(510) 449-9395



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Laureen Picciani
31495b Winding Way
Fort Bragg, CA 95437-8253



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Isabelle Du Soleil
2001 Venice
Venice, CA 90291



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Parenti
1935 Stuart St
Berkeley, CA 94703-2214
(510) 204-9797



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Robinson
147 Jacquelyn Ct
Ridgecrest, CA 93555-3947



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Garner
121 Orange Ave Spc 115
Chula Vista, CA 91911-5140
(619) 425-5279



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Collishaw
5919 W Grove Ct
Visalia, CA 93291-7923
(559) 734-1018



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,

Mrs. Julie Sasaoka
1082 Tilley Cir
Concord, CA 94518-1829



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Ilse Hadda
1440 Walnut St
Apt 5
Berkeley, CA 94709-1447



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. Kim Bowman
718 Samoa Ln
Novato, CA 94947-5284



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Scacco
PO Box 225224
San Francisco, CA 94122-5224
(415) 505-9598



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Esther Zarate
3438 Cynthia Ct Apt B
West Covina, CA 91792-4726



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Uhler
32948 Lake Candlewood St
Fremont, CA 94555-1215
(510) 441-8485



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Fobes
328 Aliso Ave
Newport Beach, CA 92663-5103
(949) 642-4108



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery makes me worried. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wong
268 Joost Ave
San Francisco, CA 94131-3138



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 & Gene Walker
269 Barbara Ave
Solana Beach, CA 92075-1231
(858) 259-9804



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Michelle Orengo-Mcfarlane
514 Everett St
El Cerrito, CA 94530-3236
(415) 824-1870



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kelly
317 W Walnut St
Stockton, CA 95204-5621
(209) 464-4375



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Ciardelli
29 Narragansett Cv
San Rafael, CA 94901-4406
(415) 256-9531



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kilian
2049 Primrose Ave
South Pasadena, CA 91030-4616
(626) 799-6802



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Stevens
303 McCormick Ave
Capitola, CA 95010-3700
(831) 600-5228



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Calderon
4025 Puente Ave
Baldwin Park, CA 91706-4431



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,

Mr. Steve Claas
10875 Brookwell Dr
Cupertino, CA 95014



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wilensky
1355 12th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-2213



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lenore Dowling
2253 Moreno Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90039-3049
(323) 663-4544



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Milo Perichitch
3700 Inglewood Blvd Apt 9
Los Angeles, CA 90066-3277



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bell
6485 Santa Ynez Ave
Atascadero, CA 93422-4154
(805) 461-6744



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rose Hernandez
90 Park Dr
Morgan Hill, CA 95037-6100



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 J Smith
431 Euclid Ave
Oakland, CA 94610-3525
(510) 386-0973



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Martinez
2438 La Costa Dr
Santa Maria, CA 93455-1687
(805) 937-9634



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Fletcher Chouinard
43 S Olive St
Ventura, CA 93001-2501
(805) 534-1430



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Forrest
1602 Jaynes St
Berkeley, CA 94703-1039
(510) 526-0148



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lise Kastigar
22972 Mirabel Dr
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-2720
(949) 481-4802



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.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wullenwaber
2442 California St
Redding, CA 96001-2609
(530) 355-5170



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Oolie
2926 Rosedale Ct
Spring Valley, CA 91977-2720
(619) 461-2618



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Andrews
247 D St Apt 104
San Rafael, CA 94901-5036
(415) 457-1927



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kolarik
151 Bergwall Way
Vallejo, CA 94591-6705
(707) 644-3705



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lela Djakovic
1202 Cloud Ave
Menlo Park, CA 94025-6046



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Marianne Shaw
165 Esmeyer Dr
San Rafael, CA 94903-3771
(415) 499-1629



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,

Mr. Larry & Cheryl Bartlett
5807 Webb St
Riverbank, CA 95367-9686
(707) 539-3424



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Lisa Ruiz
3365 Fernwood Ave
Lynwood, CA 90262-3416



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Jane Granskog
655 Los Osos Valley Rd
Los Osos, CA 93402-2601
(661) 747-4961



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stacy & Greg Kline
PO Box 4002
Newport Beach, CA 92661-4002
(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,

Mr. Lew Warden
1225 Crestwood Dr
Big Bear City, CA 92314-9045
(909) 547-6490



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ruth
661 Cabrillo Ave
Stanford, CA 94305-8403
(650) 324-1800



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,

Mrs. Janet McCalister
520 Valley View Dr
Paradise, CA 95969-3048



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. Michele Santoro
1330 Antelope Ave Apt 22
Davis, CA 95616-5597



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mcgorty
227 Beaumont Blvd
Pacifica, CA 94044-1408
(650) 557-9873



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Goldstein
3901 Governor Dr
San Diego, CA 92122-2520
(222) 222-2222



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Lisa Elsea
4370 Del Monte Ave
San Diego, CA 92107-3646



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Persephone Maywald
120 Village Sq # 121
Orinda, CA 94563-2502
(510) 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,

Mr. Walter Brown
1809 Finch Dr
Roseville, CA 95661-4806
(916) 722-1822



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Worcester
4624 Robbins St
San Diego, CA 92122-3035
(858) 453-4638



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ayres
146 Filbert Ave
Sausalito, CA 94965-1858



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,

Ms. Teela Pulliam
100 W El Camino Real Apt 50
Mountain View, CA 94040-2651
(650) 625-0575



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Munsey
8100 Kelvin Ave
Winnetka, CA 91306-1722
(818) 341-2488



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Comstock
21077 Black Oak Dr
Tehachapi, CA 93561-8063
(661) 822-1835



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Grande
458 Saratoga St
Fillmore, CA 93015-1532
(805) 524-2411



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tung Vu
3687 Greenlee Dr Apt 2
San Jose, CA 95117-1471
(408) 997-7089



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 St. John
1 Daniel Burnham Ct
San Francisco, CA 94109-5455
(415) 563-7382



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erin Caughman
1938 33rd Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-1125



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Weisz
319 Laguna St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-6109



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Benardo
16612 Graham Pl
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-3619
(714) 846-7310



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Brown
43300 Elkhorn Trl Apt H10
Palm Desert, CA 92211-7566
(760) 485-8294



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Waller
12047 World Trade Dr Unit 2
San Diego, CA 92128-4679



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Danard
1501 Blake St Apt 402
Berkeley, CA 94703-1884



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rowe
2727 Bennett Ridge Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-8831



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Brassard
3804 23rd St
San Francisco, CA 94114-3321



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Jean Edwards
205 East St
Penngrove, CA 94951
(707) 665-0918



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hutchinson
23245 Sylvan St
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-1524
(818) 888-8175



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Holmes
1338 Douglass St
San Francisco, CA 94131-1830



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Sandra Levine
1160 Idylberry Rd
San Rafael, CA 94903-1130
(415) 499-1007



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Kimberly Leeds
14 Sanderling Ln
Aliso Viejo, CA 92656-1220
(310) 394-8718



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Fries
259 Bennett Ave
Long Beach, CA 90803-1529
(562) 433-5445



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melitta von Abele
68 Camelback Ct
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-1330
(111) 111-1111



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the 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,

Dr. Eve & David Gordon
5708 Chimineas Ave
Tarzana, CA 91356-1705
(818) 708-7698



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Colleen Rodger
3450 Market St Apt 401
San Francisco, CA 94114-2770
(415) 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. Angie Bahris
1904 6th Street
Santa Monica, CA 90405-1206



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Smith
1716 Sunbeam Lake Dr # 448
El Centro, CA 92243-9669
(510) 386-0973



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Meehan
1714 Merrill Dr
San Jose, CA 95124-5939
(408) 723-0385



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Krutilek
921 Broadway
Alameda, CA 94501-6331
(510) 523-2377



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. Margeaux Lum
390 N Winchester Blvd
Santa Clara, CA 95050-6563
(408) 557-9361



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Spring
454 Suncrest Way
Watsonville, CA 95076-3645
(831) 761-9394



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Blakemore
5650 Buckskin Rd
Mariposa, CA 95338-9688



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Abot Bensussen
5917 Eton Ct
San Diego, CA 92122-3203



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bowden
733 Caskey St
Bay Point, CA 94565-6776
(925) 458-9730



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rivers
11401 Tampa Ave Unit 108
Northridge, CA 91326-1740



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As one who vacations in San Luis Obispo County I am deeply concerned
about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Turner-McKibben
23296 Sonnet Dr
Moreno Valley, CA 92557-5403
(951) 924-8150



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dwight Barry
3185 Contra Loma Blvd
Antioch, CA 94509-5479



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Quadros
48243 Turquoise St
Fremont, CA 94539-7656
(510) 656-7654



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Faith Harrison
78655 Sagebrush Ave
La Quinta, CA 92253-2469
(760) 289-7735



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Norup
1043 K St
Crescent City, CA 95531-2710
(555) 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. James Hay
9416 Carlton Oaks Dr Unit D
Santee, CA 92071-2526
(619) 749-1955



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katharine Warner
8842 Riderwood Dr
Sunland, CA 91040-2625



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Krutilek
921 Broadway
Alameda, CA 94501-6331
(510) 523-2377



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. Nancy Owens
1039 Santa Clara Ave Apt A
Alameda, CA 94501-2342



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jacalyn Booth
1975 Maricopa Hwy Spc 55
Ojai, CA 93023-2359
(805) 640-7442



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jen Harrison
1396 Sanchez St
San Francisco, CA 94131-2054
(415) 553-2379



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelly Janes
969 Bush St
San Francisco, CA 94109-6366



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Williams
530 S Stewart Dr
Covina, CA 91723-3167
(626) 915-4734



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Norup
1043 K St
Crescent City, CA 95531-2710
(555) 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. Stephen Josephson
PO Box 2000
Berkeley, CA 94702-0006
(773) 749-2660



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pauker
2846 Shasta Rd
Berkeley, CA 94708-2048
(510) 848-7218



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. William Davis
32466 Capitola Ct
Union City, CA 94587-5164
(510) 489-2334



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Briere
25769 Olivas Park Rd
Valencia, CA 91355-2411
(661) 254-8788



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Morales
1530 Leila Ct
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-2952
(831) 464-7661



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Haberer
757 Spruce St
Berkeley, CA 94707-2040
(510) 528-5202



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bayer
11536 Alkaid Dr
San Diego, CA 92126-1370
(858) 547-3542



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lilibeth Munoz
2669 Griffin Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90031-2349
(323) 441-0780



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As a resident of Arroyo Grande, I am deeply concerned about the
proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery.
This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Alan Connerley
989 Sycamore Dr
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420-4246
(916) 489-3005



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dwight Barry
3185 Contra Loma Blvd
Antioch, CA 94509-5479



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Celia Nunez
4617 Ottawa Ct
Rocklin, CA 95765-5209



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristy Madden
1414 Randall St
Glendale, CA 91201-2726
(818) 500-9123



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. Dorothy Wake
1120 35th Ave
Sacramento, CA 95822-2438
(916) 395-0599



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Hunter
PO Box 1
Pioneer, CA 95666-0001
(209) 295-8669



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sigler
709 W Fremont Ave Apt 2
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-2327
(408) 736-6970



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Shigley
3559 Marlesta Dr
San Diego, CA 92111-4718



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Smitha Srinivasa
5639 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. Ernest Medeiros
PO Box 54
Forestville, CA 95436-0054
(707) 820-1246



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Neufeld
3434 Richardson Dr
San Jose, CA 95127-1555
(408) 926-3055



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mclaurin
179 Niblick Rd # 322
Paso Robles, CA 93446-4845
(805) 712-1898



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanette Berlin
1348 S Huron Dr
Santa Ana, CA 92704-3042



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. Gail Jarocki
6182 McBryde Ave
Richmond, CA 94805-1223
(510) 235-8763



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Weber
3555 Mira Pacific Dr
Oceanside, CA 92056-3933
(760) 754-2565



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jason
5464 Wisteria Way
Livermore, CA 94551-6913



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Deamer
605 Glenwood Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-3988



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Price
1275 Hudson Ave
Saint Helena, CA 94574-1919



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ahearn
2500 Fair Oaks Blvd Apt 20
Sacramento, CA 95825-7682



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Nichols
PO Box 370
Descanso, CA 91916-0370



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Reimer
1771 Highland Blvd
Hayward, CA 94542-1109



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Castro
4151 Maritime Rd
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275-6059
(909) 399-3915



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Roche
PO Box 146
Petrolia, CA 95558-0146



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Stoelzel
6810 Xana Way
Carlsbad, CA 92009-6026



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Treanor
12438 Short Ave Apt 1
Los Angeles, CA 90066-6458
(310) 439-2744



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Mccolley
5139 Taos Dr
Montclair, CA 91763-2871



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Adam
PO Box 78565
Corona, CA 92877-0152
(951) 279-7882



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Morris
1522 1/2 Rosalia Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90027-5520



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Alexander
1960 Clay St Apt 304
San Francisco, CA 94109-3436



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pena
2407 Ivy Pl
Fullerton, CA 92835-3012
(714) 961-1336



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanne Kelly
PO Box 1629
Monterey, CA 93942-1629



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,

Miss Alicia Salazar
3436 E 2nd St
Los Angeles, CA 90063-2916
(323) 269-0039



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the above reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning
Commission and Board of 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. Nikos Mastrodemos
4565 Viro Rd
La Canada, CA 91011-3763
(818) 790-5761



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edwin Mccready
1818 Whitley Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90028-4976
(323) 960-0293



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. rudy zeller
1343 Peralta Ave
Berkeley, CA 94702-1127
(510) 758-1267



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Derrick Terry
2018 W 85th St
Los Angeles, CA 90047-2915



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Murray
829 Sheridan Ave
Chico, CA 95926-4054
(530) 518-7029



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ramsey
4165 Cherry Ct
Oakley, CA 94561-3919
(925) 625-2328



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shirley Eglington
705 Lakeview Way
Emerald Hills, CA 94062-3429
(650) 365-7359



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Luevano
PO Box 8192
Woodland, CA 95776-8192
(530) 207-9549



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Leitch
2554 Lincoln Blvd
Venice, CA 90291-5043
(310) 990-1003



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Simone St Clare
824 Carter Acres Ln
Martinez, CA 94553-5953
(707) 748-0821



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Lanctot
Lockewood Ln
Scotts Valley, CA 95066-3946



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Murray
829 Sheridan Ave
Chico, CA 95926-4054
(530) 518-7029



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Murray
829 Sheridan Ave
Chico, CA 95926-4054
(530) 518-7029



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Murdock
3940 Via Lucero Apt 16
Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1650



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lannette Rangel
600 Nantucket Dr
Chula Vista, CA 91911-6817
(760) 672-3359



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wall
928 Hamilton Dr
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-3565
(925) 305-9334



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wyman
4227 Miramonte Pl
Riverside, CA 92501-3054
(951) 534-0364



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Pavel Skaldin
1901 Taylor St
San Francisco, CA 94133-2611



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Nary Sao
9270 Little Creek Cir
Stockton, CA 95210-4493



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Moriarty
5427 Dudley Ct
Pleasanton, CA 94566-5933
(925) 846-1675



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ms. Courtney
962 N Wanda Rd
Orange, CA 92867-6214



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. Luann Wherry
4502 Felton St
San Diego, CA 92116-4401
(619) 269-4670



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jenkins
2497 Johnson Ave # B
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-5349



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mendelson
103 Knoll Cir
Saint Helena, CA 94574-9404
(707) 302-5121



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Eckard
10824 Fair Oaks Blvd Apt 129
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-7909
(916) 863-6037



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Kristine Andarmani
19616 Ladera Ct
Saratoga, CA 95070-3329
(408) 394-5529



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Judith Skopek
1726 York View Cir
Vista, CA 92084-7625
(760) 842-7050



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Emanuelli
2550 Astral Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90046-1706
(323) 874-1625



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. James Massey
5924 Herzog St
Oakland, CA 94608-2310
(510) 658-8209



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. Patricia D'Ambrosio
610 San Gabriel Ave Apt G
Albany, CA 94706-1469
(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,

Mrs. Andrea Bonnett
2591 Fair Oaks Ave # 306
Altadena, CA 91001-5074



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,

Ms. Lynette McLamb
PO Box 400
Forest Knolls, CA 94933-0400
(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,

Ms. Alice Alford
PO Box 2323
Blythe, CA 92226-2323
(602) 235-8829



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cadagan
13207 Sylva Ln
Sonora, CA 95370-5286



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Guy Erdman
5840 Orchard Ln
Forestville, CA 95436-9630



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wagner
1543 Zapata Dr
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762-3544
(916) 941-6147



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Antouri
419 N Howard St
Glendale, CA 91206-3316



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cremin
9365 Pollock Ln
Prunedale, CA 93907-1558
(831) 229-6536



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,

Mr. Pete Childs
70100 Mirage Cove Dr Unit 20
Rancho Mirage, CA 92270-2972
(760) 328-2322



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Shea Harvey
770 Lincoln Ave
Napa, CA 94558-5101
(707) 567-0419



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gallagher
427 Lagunitas Ave Apt 202
Oakland, CA 94610-3539



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dexter Leland
1358 Yulupa Ave Apt A
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-7266



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Shuler
147 N 5th Ave
Monrovia, CA 91016-1911
(818) 244-7620



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pierson
3233 W 180th St
Torrance, CA 90504-4015



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Belle
111 Homestead
Santa Clara, CA 95051
(555) 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,

Ms. Sarah Foley
1419 Cottage St
Alameda, CA 94501-2427



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,

Mr. Jeffrey Hurwitz
582 42nd Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-2531
(888) 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. JoAnn Gerfen
1203 Sandstone Ln
Santa Maria, CA 93454-4735
(805) 349-2773



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Edwards
8623 Skyline Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90046-1419
(323) 656-8628



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marlene Denardo
1404 Stanley Dollar Dr
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-7410
(925) 891-4330



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Guffey
PO Box 211
Running Springs, CA 92382-0211
(909) 725-7260



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Valerie Morrison
3640 S Sepulveda Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90034-6867
(323) 786-6230



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Trina Lopez
23rd St
San Francisco, CA 94110-3010



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Guffey
PO Box 211
Running Springs, CA 92382-0211
(909) 725-7260



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Miriam Baum
6532 Peridot Ave
Alta Loma, CA 91701-3111
(909) 980-0809



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,

Miss Carolyn Chris
1016 Prague St
San Francisco, CA 94112-4449
(415) 587-3049



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Murphey
PO Box 1696
Fort Bragg, CA 95437-1696



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Davis
3604 California St
Eureka, CA 95503-5132



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Foy
2572 Cambria Rd
Pinon Hills, CA 92372-9460
(760) 963-7873



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennie Brawner
zzzzzzzzzz
San Marcos, CA 92078-4810



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hottle
2112 Arlington Dr
Roseville, CA 95747-9514
(916) 474-4952



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,

Ms. Katie Dunlap
1734 W El Camino Real Apt 2
Mountain View, CA 94040-2465
(650) 969-0658



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Weinberger
PO Box 406
360 Redwood Hwy.
Canyon, CA 94516-0406
(925) 377-6896



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lorraine
2003 Burbank Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95407-7116
(707) 578-5438



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,

Ms. Lynn Smith
101 Enterprise Dr Apt 40
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-2481
(707) 586-1077



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Adolay
4126 Cowell Blvd
Davis, CA 95618-4322
(530) 312-5575



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bender
1527 Villa Cardiff Dr
Cardiff By The Sea, CA 92007-1343



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. William Castle
3603 Kingmont Ct
Loomis, CA 95650-8827
(916) 652-9017



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Etta Robin
12219 Winger St
Bakersfield, CA 93312-5824



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Monica Collins
50 Phelan Ave # 324
San Francisco, CA 94112-1898



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Luzanne Engh
1021 Via Aliso
Alameda, CA 94502-6837
(510) 521-2094



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Vaillancourt
1626 Kurtz St
Oceanside, CA 92054-5534



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,

Mrs. Annette Novak
146 E Portola Ave
Los Altos, CA 94022-1243
(650) 941-2792



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lola Aingworth
755 Tudor Cir
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-5246



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pollastrini
331 Livorna Heights Rd
Alamo, CA 94507-1326
(925) 935-0932



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lau
1097 Smith Ave
Campbell, CA 95008-4537
(408) 866-0137



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cottle
1318 E St Apt 803
Sacramento, CA 95814-1469
(916) 752-8561



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Feissel
5895 Mountain Hawk Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-4358



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Briggs
46 20th Ct
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254-2804
(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,

Mr. Jonathan Lee
2337 15th St
Eureka, CA 95501-1308



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. Robert Nunes
320 Oak Meadow Ln
Paso Robles, CA 93446-4047



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.
Protect  the future of California
It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Dana Spencer
PO Box 1496
Tahoe City, CA 96145-1496
(530) 583-5650



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ranjit Chacko
1673 1/2 Hayes St
San Francisco, CA 94117-1326



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Norm Wilmes
3120 Live Oak Blvd
Yuba City, CA 95991-8866



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks - particularly for children and
the elderly - of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joshua Jones
4232 Pavlov Ave
San Diego, CA 92122-3721
(619) 429-4704



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. Esther Chavez
19112 Parthenia St Apt 10
Northridge, CA 91324-3628



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Hannibal
2101 California St Apt 206
Mountain View, CA 94040-1683
(510) 654-6172



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lewis Campbell
General Delivery
Sebastopol, CA 95472-9999
(707) 338-5803



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. Rio Duke
1633 Bedford Ln
Newport Beach, CA 92660-4706



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rita Xavier
2703 18th St
San Pablo, CA 94806-2305
(510) 233-4672



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. K. R. Di Donna
PO Box 1434
La Jolla, CA 92038-1434



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Reyna Garcia Ramos
1887 Yorba Dr
Pomona, CA 91768-1554
(909) 397-0474



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Dickason
2050 Lovall Valley Rd
Sonoma, CA 95476-8617
(707) 935-0505



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Arlene Stone
1320 Pineridge Dr
Cambria, CA 93428-5932
(805) 927-8405



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hevel
1001 Suffolk Way
Los Altos, CA 94024-5527
(650) 988-0424



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Eve Anne Wilkes
1931 Twin Creeks Ct
Napa, CA 94559-4164
(707) 257-7265



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gallagher
1452 Floribunda Ave
Burlingame, CA 94010-7515
(650) 716-8355



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Emmons
17141 Table Mountain Rd
Jamestown, CA 95327-9772



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Seeley
2346 Andre Ln
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-7896
(707) 540-0388



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Ayotte
930 Vicar Ln
San Jose, CA 95117-2577
(414) 238-4897



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Shillcock
74582 Moss Rose Dr
Palm Desert, CA 92260-3131
(760) 568-9619



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maria Siciliano
10790 Rose Ave Unit 102
Los Angeles, CA 90034-4440
(310) 559-4545



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gilbrech
222 7th Ave
San Mateo, CA 94401-4294
(650) 348-2042



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. LIAM BERGSTROM
1410 Hoover Ct
Alameda, CA 94501-3729
(510) 865-8471



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sachter
1933 Selby Ave Apt 102
Los Angeles, CA 90025-5869
(310) 475-3851



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wappler
PO Box 1297
Ojai, CA 93024-1297



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hernandez
278 S Prospect Ave
Tustin, CA 92780-1510



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,

Mr. Arthur Chan
3727 Northridge Dr
Concord, CA 94518-1646



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. Edwin Ek
212 San Vicente Blvd
Santa Monica, CA 90402-1559
(310) 739-9194



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lamont
11922 Tennessee Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064-1129



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. julianna johson
45 Solano St
Brisbane, CA 94005-1330



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bert Bigelow
2001 N Agate St
Orange, CA 92867-2904



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Matlock
3594 Grim Ave
San Diego, CA 92104-4227
(619) 295-2437



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Jessica May
250 Mariah Pl
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-2693
(707) 849-3267



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Goldman
31078 Mesa Crest Rd
Valley Center, CA 92082-5006
(760) 666-9494



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Herold
1021 Banyan Way
Pacifica, CA 94044-3631
(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. Annette-Marie Daoust
2386 Cartegena Way
Oceanside, CA 92056-1741
(760) 754-2743



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,

Ms. Claire Carsman
360 W Pico Rd
Palm Springs, CA 92262-1914
(760) 832-7947



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Betti
3490 Coy Dr
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-4530



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Smith
2315 Oak St
Berkeley, CA 94708-1628



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dana May
12251 Fallingleaf St
Garden Grove, CA 92840-4208



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hughes
2810 Union St Apt 14
San Diego, CA 92103-6058
(619) 272-8953



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hyde
PO Box 186
Orick, CA 95555-0186
(484) 437-5147



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ryan
2103 Del Hollow St
Lakewood, CA 90712-2843



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,

Mr. Richard Mitton
3625 Regal Pl Apt 10
Los Angeles, CA 90068-1268



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I remember very well the explosion at the railroad station in Roseville
several years ago, which is why I am deeply concerned about the
proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery.
This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Desmond
3148 Piper Ct
Cameron Park, CA 95682-9130
(530) 676-3426



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Veraldi
21 Lapidge St
San Francisco, CA 94110-1688
(415) 252-9408



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Palmer
PO Box 441
Idyllwild, CA 92549-0441
(951) 659-3231



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sanders
1007 G St
Petaluma, CA 94952-4123
(707) 769-0778



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Duckson
1300 W Menlo Ave Spc 167
Hemet, CA 92543-3771



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Schultz
10635 Jimenez St
Lake View Terrace, CA 91342-6833
(818) 897-1216



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Warshauer
11848 Dorothy St
Los Angeles, CA 90049-5435



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Christine Storey
1168 Meadowbrook Rd
Altadena, CA 91001-3134



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ann Finger
PO Box 460
San Quentin, CA 94964-0460
(415) 381-2287



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Blevins
1237 Primrose Ct
Lompoc, CA 93436-3260
(805) 717-4160



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Malcolm Groome
19688 Grand View Dr
Topanga, CA 90290-3353



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rogers
6 Montak
Reseda, CA 90023



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

Since Phillips admits the crude-by-rail poses a serious risk to the
health of the communities through which it would pass, WHY is it even
being considered?
Is the state of our politics so corrupt that even the most dangerous
self-interested corporate projects can find a way to approval?  I
certainly hope not.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.



Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Elizabeth Goodwin
2062 Vine St
Hollywood, CA 90068-3928



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mackay
55 Hancock St
San Francisco, CA 94114-2619
(415) 565-0415



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dean Wojak
2109 N Meadows Ave
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-4018
(760) 936-7669



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Sarah Westberg
879 Vista Del Brisa
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-4826



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Aguirre
5425 Hillcrest Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90043-2322
(323) 309-7177



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Tullius
3810 Rio Hondo Ave
Rosemead, CA 91770-2115
(626) 444-0407



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Abrams
2 Silkgrass
Irvine, CA 92614-7082
(503) 740-1060



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

My family and I 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 will undoubtedly serously 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.



Also, 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.  Short term-economic gain is not
worth the risk.

Sincerely,

Mr. Allen Bohnert
1854 Renoir Ave
Davis, CA 95618-0509
(770) 378-8573



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurel Langill
455 Valley View Dr
Los Altos, CA 94024-4741
(650) 949-0979



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Allen
402 Hill St
Capitola, CA 95010-3605



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Swinington
420 N Acacia Ave
Solana Beach, CA 92075-1110
(858) 259-9171



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gibson
21831 Mt.View Rd
Boonville, CA 95415



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rodriguez
1204 E 7th St
National City, CA 91950-2528
(619) 434-3373



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Whelan
1075 Bermuda Dr
Redlands, CA 92374-6268
(909) 798-6226



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,

Ms. John & Hudelle Newman
1237 Blackfield Dr
Santa Clara, CA 95051-3908
(650) 363-8300



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. Kathryn Sward
200 Pacific Way
Muir Beach, CA 94965-9734
(415) 383-6762



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,

Ms. Joey Mccutchan
428 Howard Heights Rd
Eureka, CA 95503-9570
(707) 407-3248



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karma Boyer
302 Mission Serra Ter
Chico, CA 95926-5125



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dianne Busse
2918 Ransford Ave
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-5151
(831) 649-8568



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Nelson
PO Box 872
Twain Harte, CA 95383-0872
(209) 586-0303



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Applebaum
3229 Lake Albano Cir
San Jose, CA 95135-1424



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Vaniderstine
PO Box 8288
Van Nuys, CA 91409-8288
(818) 481-3552



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Ivan Light
819 Marymount Ln
Claremont, CA 91711-1513



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,

Mrs. Linda Lessels
166 Lassen Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93111-2110
(805) 964-0873



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. A D
414 Orchard Dr
Burbank, CA 91506
(555) 555-5555



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I do not understand why this proposal is even on the table given the
vast amount of damage that could be caused by a single accident. I do
not believe we even have the ability to clean up an accident
completely. We have other alternatives for energy that are
non-polluting; this pipeline is a ridiculous waste of taxpayer monies
and a serious threat to health and business in our beautiful tourist
attracting state.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.



Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Valerie Justus-Rusconi
1005 Summit Rd
Watsonville, CA 95076-9785



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mayes
605 Alston Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93108-2305
(805) 565-8540



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mallory
2668 E Solar Ave
Fresno, CA 93720-4618
(559) 322-6703



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hrabowecki
4915 Indian Wood Rd
Culver City, CA 90230-7554



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Irene Creighton
72630 Homestead Rd
Palm Desert, CA 92260-6572



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sturken
1930 Vicente St
San Francisco, CA 94116-2942
(415) 759-5594



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil. For the safety of citizens, please reject this
proposal.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Carrillo
907 Adams St Apt C
Albany, CA 94706-2055
(510) 524-9319



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Lori Swanson
9875 Bluegill Dr
Paso Robles, CA 93446-7713



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sam Plotkin
1333 S Bev Gln Blvd Apt 304
Los Angeles, CA 90024-5273
(310) 441-5658



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. Meteka Bullard
3500 W Manchester Blvd
Inglewood, CA 90305-2164
(424) 800-2193



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Toth
11206 Laurie Dr
Studio City, CA 91604-3877



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessy Melowicz
904 Silver Spur Rd
Rolling Hills Estates, CA 90274-3800



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Allison Harness
3555 Lehigh Dr Apt 1
Santa Clara, CA 95051-6062
(408) 261-9855



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lamers
PO Box 3507
San Bernardino, CA 92413-3507
(909) 376-8757



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Johnston
1022 Petra Dr
Napa, CA 94558-1109
(707) 254-1927



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Braver
2241 Lafayette Dr
Antioch, CA 94509-5869



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Patterson
1550 Sunny Ct
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-2336



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sklute
3107 Midvale Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034-3409



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Smigelski
1221 Dewing Ln
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-1413
(925) 939-9315



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Adria Arko
996 Allesandro St
Morro Bay, CA 93442-2341



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kowzan
13644 Deering Ln
Moorpark, CA 93021-2844



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Cunningham
10989 Bluffside Dr Apt 3418
Studio City, CA 91604-4462
(310) 288-8000



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Taylor
26230 Laramie St
Apple Valley, CA 92308-0550
(760) 998-8484



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Tina Dickason
574 Leighton St
Cambria, CA 93428-3218
(805) 924-1404



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,

Ms. Kim Chasen
PO Box 4586
Palm Springs, CA 92263-4586



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jones
1501 4th St
Los Osos, CA 93402-1607
(805) 356-4903



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Angela Vanderpool
7039 New York Ave
Fontana, CA 92336-0841



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Larkin
1515 Sutter St
Apt 210
San Francisco, CA 94109-5337
(415) 921-8824



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Barshow
2076 Lynwood Ter
San Jose, CA 95128-1440
(408) 248-6849



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Cynthia Patrick
944 Albany Ave
Ventura, CA 93004-2370
(805) 647-4356



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. Marjory Keenan
1816 Vine St
Berkeley, CA 94703-1138
(510) 525-2649



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,

Mr. Brian Kuhn
815 Ashland Ave
Santa Monica, CA 90405-4657
(310) 396-1311



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Paskal
1001 46th St Unit 307
Emeryville, CA 94608-3466
(510) 339-3668



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cole
3524 Paseo De Los Americanos
Oceanside, CA 92056-4168



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rhetta Alexander
6903 Burnet Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91405-3557
(909) 337-4943



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lane
6065 Meade Ave
San Diego, CA 92115-5444
(619) 255-2158



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kaiser
14065 Mango Dr Apt F
Del Mar, CA 92014-4901
(858) 755-4952



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,

Mrs. Margie Borchers
401 E Micheltorena St
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-1138
(805) 770-3822



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Margie Borchers
401 E Micheltorena St
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-1138
(805) 770-3822



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Amelia Mack
1155 Virginia St
Berkeley, CA 94702-1342
(415) 670-0578



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Melanie Jackson
6536 Pine Valley Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-5886
(707) 303-7638



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Tong
1200 Gough St
San Francisco, CA 94109-6609
(415) 563-4567



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,

Mr. Gordon Ivens
6281 Pine Crest Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90042-4346
(323) 259-2450



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I fully endorse the contents of the form letter that follows. As a
California resident, I am deeply concerned about the proposed
crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This
project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California. Please consider my request. Thank you for your
time.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Judkowitz
9352 Thompson Ave
Chatsworth, CA 91311-6443
(818) 888-7521



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 rogers
1014 Alabama St
San Francisco, CA 94110-3433



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glenn Ducat
203 Savona Walk Apt 302
Long Beach, CA 90803-5028
(562) 439-4027



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Clare Hooson
1203 Alameda De Las Pulgas
Belmont, CA 94002-3511



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Binns
3 Monarch Bay Plz
Dana Point, CA 92629-3440
(949) 493-5155



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Alicia Jackson
401 Goheen Cir
Vallejo, CA 94591-4114
(707) 644-1787



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tommy Killingsworth
4809 Clairemont Mesa Blvd
San Diego, CA 92117-2173
(858) 569-5994



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanna Stanford
Tamarisk St
Palm Desert, CA 92260-5744



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hall
16055 Chella Dr
Hacienda Heights, CA 91745-6402



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. E Alexander Glover
620 Sand Hill Rd Apt 202g
Palo Alto, CA 94304-2625
(650) 854-5674



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wilson
18082 Las Cumbres Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95033-8247
(408) 399-0178



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 & John 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. Marilyn Shepherd
PO Box 715
Trinidad, CA 95570-0715
(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,

Dr. Gilia Humrich
9887 Hillside Dr
Forestville, CA 95436-9774
(707) 887-2279



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Don?t allow Phillips 66 to put at risk, people, California?s limited
wter supplies or large tracts of tinder dry nature!

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dean Kelley
75th Street
Los Angeles, CA 90045



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Parker Stellato
3015 E Bayshore Rd
Redwood City, CA 94063-4141
(650) 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,

Mr. Marco Van
3130 Wilshire Blvd Ste 100
Santa Monica, CA 90403-2347
(310) 804-0096



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Philip Glaser
25501 Camino Los Padres
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-5853
(949) 218-5013



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susie Foot
1873 Cliff Ave
Mckinleyville, CA 95519-3389



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

SURFERS' ENVIRONMENTAL ALLIANCE

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Littlefield, West Coast Director, S.E.A.
410 Seacliff Dr
Aptos, CA 95003-4322
(831) 661-5287



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Scott
4370 Tao Way
Butte Valley, CA 95965-8345
(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. Paul Hersh
1166 Luxton St
Seaside, CA 93955-6037
(831) 656-9319



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Melin
22013 Marjorie Ave
Torrance, CA 90503-6938



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Smith
41550 Comptche Ukiah Rd
Mendocino, CA 95460-9598
(707) 357-2496



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jayne Cerny
PO Box 241
Inverness, CA 94937-0241
(415) 669-7243



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Davis
1405 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,

Dr. Susan Randall
2808 Northview Ave
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420-5560



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Shawn zubicek
399 Mill St
Willits, CA 95490-3847



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ernest Canning
2911 Parkview Dr
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-4649
(805) 492-3370



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barb Kaye
943 Evelyn Ave
Albany, CA 94706-2013
(510) 527-9618



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,

Ms. C L Whiteside
658 66th St
Oakland, CA 94609-1004
(510) 654-3359



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Veneziale
7 41st Ave
San Mateo, CA 94403-5105
(415) 802-5881



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Garrine Petersen
12130 Truesdale St
Sun Valley, CA 91352-1333
(818) 767-2174



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Haley
35399 Ridge Route Rd.
Castaic, CA 91384
(661) 294-9999



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,

Ms. Jean Gordon
1750 Prefumo Canyon Rd Apt 17
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-6123
(805) 543-5239



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Wertheim
430 N Genesee Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90036-2247



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Vogel
49 Alpine Ter
San Francisco, CA 94117-3110



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jackson
320 Napa St
Rodeo, CA 94572-1330
(510) 693-0852



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Brown
3701 Glendon Ave Apt 3
Los Angeles, CA 90034-6251
(310) 280-0318



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pfeiffer
389 W Mendocino St
Altadena, CA 91001-4650
(626) 798-8062



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Walters
2411 Downer Ave
Richmond, CA 94804-1437



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. Jered Cargman
48700 Twin Pines Rd
Banning, CA 92220-9667



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, which presents unacceptable risks to
communities across California, by increasing the number of crude oil
unit trains traveling through numerous communities.

In its latest environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its
proposed oil train facility will create "significant and
unavoidable" levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur
dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals! Its own report cites increased
health risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer,
heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature death. It is also
clear that communities and emergency responders along the rail route
are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety
standards are not adequate to protect the public.

The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data 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 EIR must also fully analyze the potential
worst-case scenario of a spill near each of the many watersheds crossed
en route to the Santa Maria refinery, including the San Francisco
Bay-Delta watershed and California's central coast. A derailment near a
river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could
contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time
of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create
contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Weininger
1 Kingsbury Ct
Alameda, CA 94501-1152



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Miller
240 Taos Rd
Altadena, CA 91001-3953
(626) 808-0169



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Zoe Harris
PO Box 265
San Anselmo, CA 94979-0265



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Valerie Lizarraga
865 W Ashiya Rd
Montebello, CA 90640-2563
(323) 721-3818



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Life is more important than economics.

Sincerely,

Ms. Josephine Laing
141 Cuesta Dr
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-1132



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Theodore Kerhulas
15926 Valley Wood Rd
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-4734
(818) 784-9025



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amanda Gaona
6901 Courtside Cir Apt 9
Bakersfield, CA 93309-8020
(661) 398-9524



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,

Mr. George Schneider
2029 Tulip St
San Diego, CA 92105-5153



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 K
Vista
Los Angeles, CA 90046
000000000



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Schutte
3706 Georgia St Apt 1
San Diego, CA 92103-4650
(619) 688-1097



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Belmessieri
99 Cherry Blossom Dr
San Jose, CA 95123-2137
(408) 365-9985



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Delone Green
106 Via Cordova
Newport Beach, CA 92663-4625
(949) 675-6406



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 McGraw
9013 Park Meadows Dr
Elk Grove, CA 95624-2711
(916) 714-2329



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lavive Kiely
1420 Portola Dr
San Francisco, CA 94127-1409
(415) 681-2355



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lance Jordan
1969 Frankfort St
San Diego, CA 92110-3408
(619) 276-6943



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Miryam Liberman
31822 Village Center Rd Ste 107
Thousand Oaks, CA 91361-4329
(818) 991-7189



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gingrich
4317 Gloria Ct
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-1550
(707) 829-6659



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sam Romero
5134 Moorcroft Cir
Stockton, CA 95206-6156
(209) 814-1612



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Elsbury
2246 35th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-1613



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,

Ms. Tara Parker-Essig
640 C St
Davis, CA 95616-3712



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Davison
14380 Morelli Ln
Sebastopol, CA 95472-8910
(707) 874-3704



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Afonso
44465 N El Macero Dr
El Macero, CA 95618-1062



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Tomsky
2065 Rockhoff Rd
Escondido, CA 92026-1130
(619) 795-7275



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mickle
1820 Capitol Ave Apt 701
Sacramento, CA 95811-4119
(916) 446-1613



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As an environmental epidemiologist, I am deeply concerned about the
proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery.
This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Sally Picciotto
5940 Chabot Rd
Oakland, CA 94618-1253



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Mignon Moskowitz
301 Shepard Ln
Bishop, CA 93514-2137
(760) 872-3999



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Thomas
2417 Bonar St
Berkeley, CA 94702-2020



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Oroz
14986 Shasta Ln
Morgan Hill, CA 95037-6019
(408) 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,

Ms. Nancy Carey
77 Solano Sq # 154
Benicia, CA 94510-2712
(707) 557-5288



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hollier
PO Box 3453
Crestline, CA 92325-3453



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Davidson
480 Mount Wilson Trl
Sierra Madre, CA 91024-1229



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maryellen Redish
671 S Riverside Dr Apt 6
Palm Springs, CA 92264-0648
(760) 322-6169



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shirley Chiu
320 Waverly St
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-6055



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Charleen Steeves
3130 Schweitzer Dr
Topanga, CA 90290-4466



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Mara Hornby
24701 Stratton Ln
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-2182
(949) 363-7691



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rosenfeld
1100 Pine Oak Ln
Pasadena, CA 91105-1141



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Badella
9435 Argonne Way
Forestville, CA 95436-9530



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Zink
400 Wayne Ave
Oakland, CA 94606-1167



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Leader-Anderson
10282 New Bedford Ct
Lakeside, CA 92040-2354



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rogers
PO Box 255393
Sacramento, CA 95865-5393
(916) 921-6921



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. C Mcdaniel
44730 San Antonio Cir
Palm Desert, CA 92260-3509
(760) 568-4143



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sam Romero
5134 Moorcroft Cir
Stockton, CA 95206-6156
(209) 814-1612



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Johanna Hart
3131 Pacheco St
San Francisco, CA 94116-1167
(415) 566-7271



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. V Joseph Klein
700 E L St
Benicia, CA 94510-3515



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Patino
2121 Avenue of The Stars
Los Angeles, CA 90067-5010
(818) 744-3376



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Chris Hudnall
5300 Tegan Rd
Elk Grove, CA 95758-5919



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Nichols
5722 E Stillwater Ave Unit 8
Orange, CA 92869-3187
(714) 532-3413



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Malcolm Clark
PO Box 3328
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546-3328



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kylie Cobb
2790 Broadway St
San Francisco, CA 94115-1105
(415) 254-2061



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bazinet
15972 Via Paro
San Lorenzo, CA 94580-2444
(510) 000-0000



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kerr
PO Box 679
Redwood Valley, CA 95470-0679
(707) 485-7175



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am against being poisoned and put in danger so the oil companies can
continue to operate irresponsibly.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzan Lins
1856 Pentas Ct
Carlsbad, CA 92011-5137



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Engle
19946 Archwood St
Winnetka, CA 91306-4319
(818) 340-9196



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marsha Maslan
617 Beloit Ave
Kensington, CA 94708-1117
(510) 526-7306



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Palandati
15226 Rio Nido Rd
Guerneville, CA 95446-9568
(707) 869-1941



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Clark
1113 Coral Dr
Roseville, CA 95661-4423
(916) 783-9597



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shiela Kenney
19431 Rue De Valore
Foothill Ranch, CA 92610-2307



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Iverson
309 Fernleaf Ave Apt C
Corona Del Mar, CA 92625-2919
(949) 642-6119



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Evanson
1218 Oddstad Blvd
Pacifica, CA 94044-3851



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.
These rail lines would have a highly detrimental effect on California
tourism and cause the loss of millions in tourism dollars.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Irene Dunny
17819 Sun Walk Ct
San Diego, CA 92127-1370
(858) 613-0335



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hemenez
2600 Camino Ramon
San Ramon, CA 94583-5000
(925) 823-4000



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Eloise Hamann
7065 Inclined Pl
Dublin, CA 94568-2772



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Justin Toledo
3702 Merrimac Ave
San Diego, CA 92117-1849
(858) 483-5484



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Belinda Poropudas
21 Grove St
San Rafael, CA 94901-3650



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bianchi
10460 Indian Hill Rd
Newcastle, CA 95658-9302



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Darcy Bergh
1719 28th St
San Diego, CA 92102-1418



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Penfield
5560 Shasta Ln Apt 4
La Mesa, CA 91942-4402
(619) 461-9388



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 And Carolyn Wood-Patrick
3313 Lake Albano Cir
San Jose, CA 95135-1453
(408) 627-5025



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned and angered about the proposed crude-by-rail
project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents
significant and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I strongly urge the planning department to examine the Santa
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train
terminal in Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66
refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these
facilities to allow them to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic
air and water pollution for families along the rail line and near the
Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria



project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ogas
9771 Mesa Springs Way
Unit 108
San Diego, CA 92126-4130
(858) 693-8459



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wilcox
462 Rosecrans Ave
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-3400
(310) 386-5646



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Atwell
2401 W Clark Ave
Burbank, CA 91506-1913
(818) 953-2920



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Shorr
16531 Akron St
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-2306
(310) 454-6115



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mathew Vipond
2372 Portola Way
Sacramento, CA 95818-3554
(916) 942-9580



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Galloway
6434 Chiriqui Ln
Carlsbad, CA 92009-4316



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Law
20 Live Oak Ln
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-9412
(831) 659-3574



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jackman
306 Del Oro Ave
Davis, CA 95616-0417
(530) 756-3484



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lew Campbell
General Delivery
Morro Bay, CA 93442-9999



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. Douglas Snyder
1570 Via Capri Apt 2
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-1362
(949) 494-7576



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Tewes
PO Box 132
Nevada City, CA 95959-0132



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Kyri Freeman
2700 Barstow Rd
Barstow, CA 92311-6608



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosa Lucas
74351 Santolina Dr
Palm Desert, CA 92260-2665
(760) 773-4442



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ledden
4545 Grinding Rock Rd
Fiddletown, CA 95629-9604
(530) 620-4548



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Krupkin
4125 Inglewood Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90066-5217



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Gawlik
1039 Ford Dr
Nipomo, CA 93444-6661



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Krueger
10751 Alta Hill Mine Rd
Grass Valley, CA 95945-4800
(530) 274-3989



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Avarello
406 Arenoso Ln Apt A
San Clemente, CA 92672-5282



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Philip Johnston
10 Carriage Ln
Scotts Valley, CA 95066-4700
(831) 461-1740



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Howard
133 Sandy Springs Ln
Berry Creek, CA 95916-9759
(530) 589-9875



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jackson
15735 Faculty Ave
Bellflower, CA 90706-4213
(562) 920-1455



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Vandermeer
20511 Hatteras St
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-5312
(818) 999-5399



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Conway
5341 De Roja Ave
Woodland Hills, CA 91364-1910
(818) 716-7621



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lubin
10742 Arminta St
Sun Valley, CA 91352-4602
(818) 521-2050



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,

Ms. Janet Capanna
655 Rim Rd
Pasadena, CA 91107-2124
(626) 351-0030



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hirsch
PO Box 1543
Redway, CA 95560-1543
(808) 821-0470



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Peterson
1938 Montemar Way
San Jose, CA 95125-5647
(408) 859-1111



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. William Mcconnell
1233 Kawana Ter Apt 8201
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-6361
(707) 843-7398



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Graziano Siciliano
140 Broadhurst Gardens
London, CA 93012



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Fredrick Seil
1 Twain Ave
Berkeley, CA 94708-1734



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Elena Limonta
Tazza,11b
Tazza
Usmate, CA 20865
(340) 924-5401



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Franken
1320 W Riverside Dr
Burbank, CA 91506-3006
(818) 955-8264



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Mayes
2511 Castlerock Ln
Santa Maria, CA 93455-1696
(805) 938-7955



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cyr
3220 Rancho Viejo
Atascadero, CA 93422-1567



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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,

Ms. V And B Jones
Pob 90508
Torrance, CA 90508



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Elena Limonta
Tazza,11b
Tazza
Usmate, CA 20865
(340) 924-5401



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Schmidt
463 Ely Rd N
Petaluma, CA 94954-1156
(707) 280-8469



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Love
PO Box 720102
Pinon Hills, CA 92372-0102
(760) 885-4204



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Furillo
1478 Orchard Dr
Ojai, CA 93023-3841
(805) 646-7605



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Mauricio & Susan Schrader
1660 Bidwell Ave
Chico, CA 95926-9642
(530) 894-4025



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Johanna Hart
3131 Pacheco St
San Francisco, CA 94116-1167
(415) 566-7271



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Moshier
5580 Paisano Ln
Yucca Valley, CA 92284-2156
(760) 644-4885



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. terance tashiro
8036 Westlawn Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90045-2751



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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,

Dr. Steven Berman
2424 Spaulding Ave Apt 8
Berkeley, CA 94703-1665
(510) 644-2121



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Magana
4469 English Oaks Ave
Tracy, CA 95377-8250



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caroline Krewson
2844 Chelsea Dr
Oakland, CA 94611-2508
(703) 627-8364



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,

Ms. Beatrice Nelson
17090 Esteban St
Hayward, CA 94541-1024
(510) 432-6086



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Schwartz
152 Webster Street
Petaluma, CA 94952



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 ewing
200 Elm Rd
Bolinas, CA 94924-9735
(415) 868-2038



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Juanita Westberg
17035 Deodar St
Hesperia, CA 92345-2116



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Heggie
532 Flood Ave
San Francisco, CA 94112-1337
(415) 587-8846



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Valerie Nesbitt
10 Laurelwood Ln
Paradise, CA 95969-2274
(530) 876-8875



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 wallis
184 W Montecito Ave
Sierra Madre, CA 91024-1823
(626) 355-7333



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Elena Limonta
Tazza,11b
Tazza
Usmate, CA 20865
(340) 924-5401



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurel Beyrer
4374 Linwood Pl
Riverside, CA 92506-1739
(951) 682-1440



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Trusso
3212 Laura Ln
Santa Cruz, CA 95065-1952



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Eric Towle
222 Green Valley Rd
Scotts Valley, CA 95066-3005
(831) 335-0391



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lindsey
PO Box 1672
Idyllwild, CA 92549-1672
(951) 659-1901



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Rosemarie Shishkin
411 44th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-1410
(415) 221-8470



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Hirsh
2301 Oak St
Berkeley, CA 94708-1628



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Riggs
940 Grant St
Benicia, CA 94510-2935



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Casillas
2011 W 231st St
Torrance, CA 90501-5407
(310) 787-1121



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Martinez
1445 Lakeside Dr Apt 210
Oakland, CA 94612-4343



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vivienne Frost
424 Upham St
Petaluma, CA 94952-2651
(707) 773-7859



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sylvia Ruiz
PO Box 86995
Los Angeles, CA 90086-0995
(213) 555-4242



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jamie Weber
590 W Sierra Madre Blvd Apt I
Sierra Madre, CA 91024-2285
(626) 403-0786



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Raymie Roland
218 Walnut St
Petaluma, CA 94952-2745
(707) 824-9359



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Earle Hale
7216 Glen Haven Rd
Soquel, CA 95073-9741
(831) 475-5538



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Connie Jensen
PO Box 1291
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92693-1291



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maja Szachniewicz
5455 Sylmar Ave
Sherman Oaks, CA 91401-5100



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Thollaug
PO Box 371018
Montara, CA 94037-1018
(650) 728-7107



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristina Fukuda-Schmid
11250 Garfield Ave
Culver City, CA 90230-4810
(310) 397-7392



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Jill Blaisdell
5152 Earl Dr
La Canada, CA 91011-1621
(818) 952-5315



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Brian Malone
148 Locksley Ave Apt 1
San Francisco, CA 94122-4728
(310) 770-1047



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mckee
925 Louisa Ct
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-3418
(707) 525-8391



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jango Bento
1234 N Formosa Ave
West Hollywood, CA 90046-5827



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. kameron alton
1490 17th St
Los Osos, CA 93402-1823



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. F. Carlene Reuscher
1866 Kinglet Ct
Costa Mesa, CA 92626-4840
(714) 438-0043



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Taylor
726 Foxglove St
Encinitas, CA 92024-3317
(760) 943-1345



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ryan
34522 Via Verde
Capistrano Beach, CA 92624-1330
(949) 489-9328



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gwynn Popovac
17270 Robin Rdg
Sonora, CA 95370-8108
(209) 928-4611



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donnal Poppe
17045 Osborne St
Sherwood Forest, CA 91325-2603



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Saxe
29405 Shell Cv
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-1662
(949) 677-7433



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Rachael Brown
243 Athol Ave Apt 1
Oakland, CA 94606-1338
(619) 861-3394



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Dirrenberger
168 Chattanooga St Apt 3
San Francisco, CA 94114-3440



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. tamara mccready
6278 Cynthia St
Simi Valley, CA 93063-4330
(805) 582-1247



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Seeman
11747 Otsego St
Valley Village, CA 91607-3220
(818) 766-4889



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Nancy Hanson
135 Westmoor Court
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Hanson
135 Westmoor Ct
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-2438



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janene Frahm
PO Box 2243
San Anselmo, CA 94979-2243



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Victoria Hamman
323 Clipper St
San Francisco, CA 94114-3708
(415) 821-3656



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Thwaite
4650 Corrida Cir
San Jose, CA 95129-1451
(408) 249-5481



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Goldman
401 Granelli Ave
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019-1819
(650) 726-1268



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Eva Brown
2111
San Francisco, CA 94116-1546



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hyndman
14740 Orzalli Rd
Grass Valley, CA 95945-9014



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Felton
2035 Sparrow Valley Rd
Aptos, CA 95003-2645
(650) 726-0723



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Maciborka
101 Lombard St Apt 104w
San Francisco, CA 94111-1147
(415) 989-3605



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wright
2201 Monroe St Apt 704
Santa Clara, CA 95050-3262



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Meredyn Shapiro
116 Seabright Ave Apt 6
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-3764
(408) 691-5210



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. Let's please
begin to embark upon a safer saner energy future now!

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Richards
PO Box 261
Bayside, CA 95524-0261
(707) 382-0756



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Brittany App
PO Box 3304
San Luis Obispo, CA 93403-3304



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Jonas
611 Lilac Dr
Los Osos, CA 93402-3821



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Souza
10787 Caminito Bravura
San Diego, CA 92108-2455
(619) 737-6459



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Fallender
2212 Pearl St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-2828
(310) 450-2127



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jacques Talbot
PO Box 18650
Oakland, CA 94619-0650



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Leland Fetzer
4666 Ashby St
San Diego, CA 92115-3726
(619) 583-5656



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Junko Takeya
22449 Birds Eye Dr
Diamond Bar, CA 91765-2406
(909) 861-5978



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Allison Jones
2107 Van Ness Ave
Ste 106
San Francisco, CA 94109-2573
(602) 821-8691



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frederick Hamilton
12271 Wintergreen St
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91739-1925



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Doreen Velasquez
1745 Mesa St
Redding, CA 96001-2302
(530) 229-8185



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ted porter
10834 Hartsook St
North Hollywood, CA 91601-3914



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mcgroarty
1310 E 8th St
Beaumont, CA 92223-2412



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kiernan
1571 Lariat Ln
Olivehurst, CA 95961-9370
(530) 742-9543



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shaun Marie Levin
787 Lakeshore Dr
Redwood City, CA 94065-1786



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Stimson
1102 Mahanna Ave
Long Beach, CA 90813-3726



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mccroskey
585 Beresford Ave
Redwood City, CA 94061-4232
(650) 366-4717



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Connell
1065 Lomita Blvd Spc 287
Harbor City, CA 90710-4853
(310) 517-9654



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Lisa Shimahara
406 Camino Vista Verde
San Clemente, CA 92673-6815
(949) 441-2003



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Peggy Mallory
943 Washington Ave
Shasta Lake, CA 96019-9786
(530) 275-9924



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Duncan Sinclair
812 E Mountain St
Pasadena, CA 91104-4551
(310) 612-3862



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lahiff
3800 Maybelle Ave Apt 9
Oakland, CA 94619-2152
(510) 482-9920



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Horner
489 Laurel Ave Apt A
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-3444
(831) 372-5475



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Del Valle
PO Box 3060
Montebello, CA 90640-8360



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sink
16835 Algonquin St # 206
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-3810
(714) 307-7271



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caia Cupito
1763 Veracruz Trl
Redding, CA 96003-8277
(530) 605-4551



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Christina Navarro
3719 17th St Apt A
San Francisco, CA 94114-2021
(415) 553-8658



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kurcab
3289 Donna Dr
Carlsbad, CA 92008-1127
(760) 941-8957



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Huddleston
PO Box 1119
Santa Rosa, CA 95402-1119
(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. Dennis Brand
222 S Branciforte Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-3321
(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. Burnett Dougherty
609 Sage Ct
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-5017



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Vivian
10105 Mountaingate Ln
Bakersfield, CA 93311-2778
(661) 665-1040



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Timothy Reiss
1139 Shevlin Dr
El Cerrito, CA 94530-2567
(510) 529-4059



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I went to UCSB and I would drive through SLO to visit friends all the
time.  I'm a naive Californian, and I am against this type of project.
It doesn't reflect the sentiment of the majority of Californians.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Richardson
1855 Green St
San Francisco, CA 94123-4921



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Green
401 Santa Clara Ave
Oakland, CA 94610-1967



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Raffetto
2080 Madrone Ave
Healdsburg, CA 95448-4636
(415) 244-5723



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rhona Ory
1515 3rd Ave
Walnut Creek, CA 94597-2604



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lapointe
14 Manhattan Cres
Ottawa, CA 90210



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

GOD IS GREEN, protect and RESPECT his handy work, his grace in giving
his creation, this planet to us. Protect the life he creatd and do the
right thing.
I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Lorraine Pena
10358 Mississippi Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025-6021
(310) 398-6137



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lewis
480 E 8th Ave
Chico, CA 95926-3424
(530) 896-0363



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bard
hemlock st
Ventura, CA 93001



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Justin Simonson
1426 Lemonwood Dr W
Upland, CA 91786-2539
(504) 914-6908



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Louie
730 5th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94118-3917
(415) 387-4477



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Natalie Kovacs
716 Cantor
Irvine, CA 92620-3846



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Walden
1950 3rd St
La Verne, CA 91750-4401



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Enevoldsen
2970 Kentridge Dr
San Jose, CA 95133-2420



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Desiree Craig
2400 mccready
la
la, CA 90039



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheryl Iversen
39415 Brighton St
Murrieta, CA 92563-4342



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. natasha dyer
445 E 5th St
Long Beach, CA 90802-2412



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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,

Mr. Vincent Louie
730 5th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94118-3917
(415) 387-4477



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sofia Killion
San Anselmo
San Anselmo, CA 94960



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Fears
305 S Sierra Ave Apt 5
Solana Beach, CA 92075-2227
(619) 621-9271



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil. Thank you

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leanne Bynum
300 Stony Point Rd Apt 159
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-5952
(707) 545-8830



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public health
and lives. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Sternberg
1596 Puerto Vallarta Dr
San Jose, CA 95120-4854
(408) 997-7272



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Yoshimi Ikeda
1209 Oakmont Dr Apt 6
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-4915
(925) 837-7795



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gladys Eddy-Lee
3719 Brems St
San Diego, CA 92115-7009
(619) 540-1549



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bass
827 Venezia Ave
Venice, CA 90291-3927
(310) 578-7964



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kaseff
1550 Vista Claridad
La Jolla, CA 92037-7841
(858) 456-0404



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teri Sigler
100 Shaffer Rd
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-5730



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jc Sarmiento
109 Bartlett St
San Francisco, CA 94110-3086
(415) 695-6445



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.  We need to lead
the country in environmental concerns not fall behind.  Our clean
beautiful land is a legacy for the future of our country.  It is one of
our most important assets as a state.  San Luis Obispo County is a
tourist destination.  Guard it and keep it clean.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gerloff
1715 Merion Way
Walnut, CA 91789-3615
(909) 594-0508



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Koertz
PO Box 4155
Riverside, CA 92514-4155
(951) 788-9507



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kristian Kelly
7 Indigo Dr Unit 210
Petaluma, CA 94954-7604
(530) 605-6932



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Kathie Kingett
807 West Rd
La Habra Heights, CA 90631-8057
(714) 612-5221



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Johnston
5250 El Cemonte Ave
Davis, CA 95618-4418



Nov 24, 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 goes without saying that communities and emergency responders along
the rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barrie Stebbings
PO Box 449
Stinson Beach, CA 94970-0449
(415) 868-1241



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Batt
863a Mead Ave
Oakland, CA 94607-3443
(510) 982-9672



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Lanny Rudner
615 Hampton Dr Unit A307
Venice, CA 90291-2794



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Coulehan
804 N Berlyn Ave
Ontario, CA 91764-3419



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

My wife and I 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. Tom Foote
53 Jersey St
San Francisco, CA 94114-3915
(415) 647-4594



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wells
13601 Cedar Crest Ln Apt 100h
Seal Beach, CA 90740-4620



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harold Mann
1751 Balsa Ave
San Jose, CA 95124-1860
(408) 448-6448



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Summer Spinks-Marasco
1644 Iowa St Unit A
Costa Mesa, CA 92626-2058
(503) 762-7846



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Antal Kalik
Redondo bch
Redondo Beach, CA 90278



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Gather
164 Diamond Grove Ct
Roseville, CA 95747-4606
(916) 543-9534



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ireland
PO Box 1048
Groveland, CA 95321-1048
(510) 799-6826



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Silverio
1507 San Tomas Ct
San Jose, CA 95130-1251
(408) 247-6356



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lewis
12921 Oxnard St
Van Nuys, CA 91401-4106



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Connie Pereczon
19415 Annalee Ave
Carson, CA 90746-2618
(310) 779-0022



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Laffoon
20316 Pacific Coast Hwy
Malibu, CA 90265-5428
(323) 854-6751



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mame Boyd
PO Box 26
Rancho Mirage, CA 92270-0026



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kaskowitz
306 Park St
San Francisco, CA 94110-5911
(415) 826-6105



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joemarlin Cotter
194 Oak Creek Ct
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-5212
(323) 873-0909



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Stewart
2055 Rivera Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-3018
(707) 539-8669



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 J Ortega
10827 Rio Ruso Dr
Windsor, CA 95492-8012



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Mines
661 Barberry Ln
San Rafael, CA 94903-3119
(415) 479-0351



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Baxley
375 11th St
Oakland, CA 94607-4246



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Suzanne Menne
265 Geneive Cir
Camarillo, CA 93010-7820



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wilson
17705 Lakespring Ave
Palmdale, CA 93591-3301
(818) 585-8174



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Laine
43135 Texas Ave
Palm Desert, CA 92211-7814
(760) 772-0399



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Spitz
401 Steele Lane
Laytonville, CA 95454
(707) 984-6481



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Linda
2376 Via Mariposa W Unit C
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-8151
(949) 581-3142



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Nye
778 Sumac St
Hemet, CA 92545-8203



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gladys Eddy-Lee
3719 Brems St
San Diego, CA 92115-7009
(619) 540-1549



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than 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.

Sincerely,



Ms. C Dodd
PO Box 1110
Monterey, CA 93942-1110



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rosenfeld
4924 Tujunga Ave Apt 7
North Hollywood, CA 91601-4464
(818) 761-8666



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Revel Paul
538 Taraval St
San Francisco, CA 94116-2510



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Fisch
11760 Carmel Creek Rd
San Diego, CA 92130-6754



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Harris
PO Box 5410
Pittsburg, CA 94565-0410
(925) 203-0427



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Randi Reiremo
148 Stetson Ave
Corte Madera, CA 94925-1531
(415) 845-8859



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rayburn
1921 Donna Ave
Los Osos, CA 93402-2509
(805) 528-5320



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Lois Bacon
PO Box 7
Freedom, CA 95019-0007
(831) 728-5915



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,

Mrs. Lois Bacon
PO Box 7
Freedom, CA 95019-0007
(831) 728-5915



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. Sally Carter
5806 Alpine Falls Ln
Bakersfield, CA 93312-6168
(661) 865-6002



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

On Wed. Nov.19 at 10AM I demonstrated with my  NO SPUR
sign at the entrances to Phillips 66 Refinery because I am deeply
concerned about 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 worry that this
RxR line will be the new OHV route to the state SVRA area.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil
unit trains traveling through numerous California communities and
population centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions
resulting from these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk
to public health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into
the air poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest
environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil
train facility will create "significant and unavoidable"
levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks --
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease,
respiratory disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency
responders along the rail route are not prepared for these heavy,
dangerous trains and current safety standards are not adequate to
protect the public. The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms
the public because it uses outdated data and does not adequately assess
the risks of an oil train disaster involving an oil train carrying
millions of gallons of explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The
EIR must also fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a
spill near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa
Maria refinery, including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and
California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream,
reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking
water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought,
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the
rest of our state.
I urge the planning department to examine the Santa
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train
terminal in Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66
refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these
facilities to allow them to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic
air and water pollution for families along the rail line and near the
Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 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.
I will continue to demonstrate at the entrance to the plant as I did on
Nov. 19th.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Denneen
Cielo Lane, Nipomo CA 93444
Nipomo, CA 93444-9039
(805) 929-3647



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Tate
PO Box 2095
Borrego Springs, CA 92004-2095
(760) 767-4050



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. Judy Tillson
12528 Niego Ln
San Diego, CA 92128-3025
(858) 675-0459



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Johnson
1016 Keeler Ave
Berkeley, CA 94708-1404
(510) 526-1737



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sarosh Patel
525 Inverness Way
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-4610
(408) 733-8731



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mason
59 Washington St Ste 224
Santa Clara, CA 95050-6171



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,

Mr. Sean Mccrane Jr.
880 Hillcrest Blvd
Millbrae, CA 94030-2367



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 O'Brien
410b Redwood Ave
Willits, CA 95490-3335



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Turner
89 Calle Aragon Unit C
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-3566
(949) 939-8425



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wieder
1407 Cornell Ave
Berkeley, CA 94702-1001



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mcgillicuddy
PO Box 63
Lee Vining, CA 93541-0063



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mcgillicuddy
PO Box 63
Lee Vining, CA 93541-0063



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Marianne Culver
879 Church St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-4416
(805) 541-4143



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Rosemary Wilvlert
603 Al Hil Dr
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-1007
(805) 544-8365



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maggie Simmons
633 Sutter St
San Diego, CA 92103-3916
(760) 295-8692



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Stankewitz
123 Kent Ave Apt 4
Kentfield, CA 94904-2540



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Rebecca Kliu
1050 Johnson Ave
San Jose, CA 95129-3126
(408) 396-4765



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jacobs
PO Box 2993
Yountville, CA 94599-2993
(707) 257-0753



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 St Sauveur
43 Prado Rd
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-7314



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jesse Croxton
814 Commonwealth Ave
Venice, CA 90291-2806
(310) 399-4881



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Evan Mc Dermit
608 Golden Ave
Fullerton, CA 92832-1110
(714) 906-4868



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glen Deardorff
18250 Crest Ave
Castro Valley, CA 94546-2722
(510) 582-0692



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Meadows
340 Evergreen Dr # D
South San Francisco, CA 94080-1238
(650) 872-1344



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cornish
PO Box 14862
San Francisco, CA 94114-0862



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Sonia Alvarez-Oppus
1281 San Juan Ave
San Jose, CA 95110-1441



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Mitouer
44800 Fish Rock Rd
Gualala, CA 95445-8501
(707) 884-3138



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marcos Velez
15420 Olde Highway 80
El Cajon, CA 92021-2441



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Randy Newlin
207 Casa Mia Dr
San Jose, CA 95154



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Celine Nahas
6516 W 85th Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90045-2820



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk.  A derailment near
a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could
contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Aileen Carissimi
2115 Winchester Blvd Apt 219
Campbell, CA 95008-3453



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cass
31 Lakeview Ct
Novato, CA 94947-4766



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Dirk Reed
4650 Cherryvale Ave
Soquel, CA 95073-9563



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Comstock
6320 W 82nd St
Los Angeles, CA 90045-2838
(310) 348-9325



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Stop the oil bomb trains. I am deeply concerned about the proposed
crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This
project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Molamphy
1746 Grand Canal Blvd Ste 15
Stockton, CA 95207-8111
(209) 956-3736



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Levy
2120 N Pacific Ave Spc 45
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-2737
(831) 427-9916



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sherman
5114 Parkhurst Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-3224
(707) 538-2415



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Hallman
832 Lantana Ave
Brea, CA 92821-6445
(714) 671-2908



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. Celine Nahas
6516 W 85th Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90045-2820



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lucymarie Ruth
674 Ventura St Apt A
Richmond, CA 94805-1966
(510) 230-4672



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Jessica Theissen
1441 Carleton St
Berkeley, CA 94702-2306
(415) 425-6217



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pokorny
38 Oceanview Ave
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019-2306
(203) 932-8170



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hays
1 Decline To State
La Canada, CA 91011-2316



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Please reject the crude-by-rail at Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery
proposal.

This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Benjamin Irwin
827 La Para Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2648



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolina Van Stone
1135 2nd St
Los Osos, CA 93402-1107



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Uschyk
1709 Reynard Ln
Calistoga, CA 94515-1122



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mesney
3616 Greenwood Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-3018
(310) 397-0799



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hays
1 Decline To State
La Canada, CA 91011-2316



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Peggy Arevalos
500 W Harbor Dr Unit 414
San Diego, CA 92101-7721
(760) 310-5996



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gordon & Melissa Henry
895 Creekside Cir
Camarillo, CA 93012-5301
(805) 484-1843



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gould
Hilldale
Hilldale
San Anselmo, CA 94960



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Diaz
5274 Kunkel Dr
San Jose, CA 95124-6011



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chandra Garsson
118 Athol Ave Apt 304
Oakland, CA 94606-1733



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorraine Leonelli
690 Persian Dr Spc 7
Sunnyvale, CA 94089-1711
(408) 744-1992



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rosen
6247 Sunnyslope Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91401-2411
(818) 781-4873



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hayakawa
1729 Periwinkle Way
Antioch, CA 94531-7415



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Joslyn Baxter
2001 McAllister St Apt 221
San Francisco, CA 94118-4444



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maggie Mccarthy
72 Almenar Dr
Greenbrae, CA 94904-1144



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

Unless you have been paid off by big oil, this should be a clear
decision to vote against these very risky shipments of oil across
California.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Dennis Widman
4860 Cherry Ave Ste B
San Jose, CA 95118-3716
(408) 265-4480



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Katherina Koller
3000 Augusta St Apt 214
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-5838



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Massey
5924 Herzog St
Oakland, CA 94608-2310



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Chandler
9605 Estacia St
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730-2706
(909) 466-9975



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Curley
1730 Halford Ave Apt 147
Santa Clara, CA 95051-2677
(408) 554-9475



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sandler
1739 Federal Ave Apt 303
Los Angeles, CA 90025-4148



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pelican
517 Nevada St
Nevada City, CA 95959-2305
(530) 470-0494



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cottle
23403 Lane Ct
Santa Clarita, CA 91354-2401
(661) 513-0268



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hoffheimer
100 N Orange Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90036-3015



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lowman
7726 Ditmar St
San Bernardino, CA 92410-4717



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wright
1085 Tasman Dr Spc 748
Sunnyvale, CA 94089-5847
(408) 744-0346



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wakean Maclean
6531 Tremont St
Oakland, CA 94609-1021



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lahorgue
12 Mount Susitna Ct
San Rafael, CA 94903-1117



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erin Howard
655 12th St
Oakland, CA 94607-3636



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board 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 believe letting the oil trains run is downright SUICIDE for these
reasons...
1.  80 cars every day is asking for death and destruction.
2.  We should not encourage the fossil fuel industry.

The trains will roll 30 feet from the door of my business across a
bridge (Monterey St) that is obviously old.  The trains will tie up
traffic.  And, the trains will interfere with passenger service.  As a
society we should encourage train transport of passengers, not
discourage it.

Sincerely,

Dr. Tom Neuhaus
2031 McCollum St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-2105
(805) 441-6727



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 hurtado
7313 Santa Ysabel Ave Apt B
Atascadero, CA 93422-4663
(805) 704-4543



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Geer-Alsop
21418 Entrada Rd
Topanga, CA 90290-3539
(310) 428-0512



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Shippey
PO Box 21
Lagunitas, CA 94938-0021
(415) 488-0196



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kay Choi
15 Sharon Ct
Daly City, CA 94014-1567
(415) 468-3277



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hellman
404 San Vicente Blvd Unit 306
Santa Monica, CA 90402-1708
(310) 434-1902



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Myrna Cohen
3615 Bercaw Ln
San Jose, CA 95124-2831



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Thier
10 Nelson Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-2120



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Inna Abramova
7925 Romaine St
West Hollywood, CA 90046-7153
(323) 654-2085



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 O[brien
410b Redwood Ave
Willits, CA 95490-3335
(707) 456-1293



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Cari Moore
800 W Wilshire Ave
Fullerton, CA 92832-1634
(714) 526-7625



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Longwillow Fudemberg
PO Box 936
Occidental, CA 95465-0936



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Elliott
PO Box 145
Ben Lomond, CA 95005-0145
(831) 338-6025



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanette Ertel
1988 M L King Jr Way Apt 315
Berkeley, CA 94704-1668
(510) 356-4536



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wintucky
13917 Runnymede St
Van Nuys, CA 91405-2508



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 R
637a Westbourne Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90069-5101



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Shirley Richter
1361 Miracielo Ct
San Marcos, CA 92078-4855



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Yoell
220 Wood St
Livermore, CA 94550-3257
(925) 292-4795



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Bill Josephs
8110 Willow Glen Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90046-1619



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lindner
24 Corte Oriental
Greenbrae, CA 94904-1927
(415) 509-2143



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Goetz
1030 W Huntington Dr Apt 16
Arcadia, CA 91007-8864
(310) 428-9208



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Don Price
1223 Sequoia Pl
Davis, CA 95616-2046
(530) 758-0726



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Burgin
14220 Runnymede St
Van Nuys, CA 91405-1435
(310) 478-3262



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Naomi Lidicker
108 Willow Ln
Kensington, CA 94707-1235



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Dempsey
9047 Clarissa Dr
Orangevale, CA 95662-4787



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pamela Culhane
705 Anacapa Dr
Camarillo, CA 93010-1108
(805) 445-9159



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ted Porter
10834 Hartsook St
North Hollywood, CA 91601-3914
(323) 377-4520



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Shippey
PO Box 21
Lagunitas, CA 94938-0021
(415) 488-0196



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sergio Sanchez
305 Avenida Esplendor
Walnut, CA 91789-2663
(909) 468-0309



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jones
224 N Santa Ana St
Los Banos, CA 93635-3206
(209) 826-2553



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Judy Soldate
37206 Sapphire Rd
Burney, CA 96013-4213



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jimenez
2530 Vasanta Way
Hollywood, CA 90068-2234



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air,
poisoning communities along the rail routes. In its latest
environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil
train facility will create "significant and unavoidable"
levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks --
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease,
respiratory disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains, and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Alan Wray
14810 Center Ave
San Martin, CA 95046-9747
(408) 776-1230



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. Natalie Carroll
16746 Gilmore St
Van Nuys, CA 91406-5611
(818) 786-8955



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 VanTassell
335 N San Pedro Rd
San Rafael, CA 94903-2875



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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,

Ms. Anna Narbutovskih
14288 Woodland Dr
Guerneville, CA 95446-9502
(707) 869-9062



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Chagala
12857 Rockwell Ct
Poway, CA 92064-3835
(858) 679-2221



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,

Mr. Randall Smith
4739 Pasadena Ave
Sacramento, CA 95841-4503
(916) 488-6658



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Peters
30751 El Corazon Apt 156
Rancho Santa Margarita, CA 92688-2899
(949) 463-0747



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Hughes
127 Hartnell Pl
Sacramento, CA 95825-6609



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. C Hunt
PO Box 3670
Idyllwild, CA 92549-3670
(951) 659-5856



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Sandrine Marten
4104 Magna Carta Rd
Calabasas, CA 91302-5723



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Lamon
2909 Weston Way
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-5524



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Chuck Tribbey
1237 Vista Del Lago
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-4836
(805) 458-7172



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Burlison
422 Ross Rd
Red Bluff, CA 96080-3041



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sachs
1065 San Adriano St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-6112
(805) 543-9291



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gyllian Davies
1700 Le Roy Ave Apt 2
Berkeley, CA 94709-1161
(553) 331-1922



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bortolin
330 Penn St Apt 6
El Segundo, CA 90245-4093
(937) 475-9553



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lilienthal
317 10th St
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-5218
(707) 544-5713



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Watson
2676 Stonecreek Dr
Sacramento, CA 95833-1939
(916) 968-8961



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 & Jeanne Jones
11002 Fuerte Dr
La Mesa, CA 91941-7162
(619) 442-5658



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,

Mr. Jeffrey Tischler
352 Casanova Ave
Monterey, CA 93940-3850



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,

Mr. Jerry Kolasinski
2382 Alba Ave
Chico, CA 95926-1201
(503) 270-9773



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Monaco
2041 Freesia Ave
Simi Valley, CA 93063-3534
(805) 306-9150



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karyn Zarubica
4949 Mammoth Ave
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-1319



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Taylor
42255 Corral Dr
Three Rivers, CA 93271-9669
(559) 561-4262



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Black
PO Box 70334
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-0334
(559) 474-6850



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Nic Duong
300 Daimler St
Aliso Viejo, CA 92656-1308



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,

Ms. Mary Phillips
12144 Neal Ln
Redding, CA 96003-7566
(530) 355-9125



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Tatiana Torres
3714 Glendon Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034-6208
(234) 566-6789



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lamm
10916 Braddock Dr
Culver City, CA 90230-4211
(310) 839-6896



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Dana Monroe
3535 Juniper St
San Diego, CA 92104-5725
(619) 285-0740



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jacoby
2946 Admiral Ave
San Diego, CA 92123-3102



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Koeninger
832 Cypress Ave
Ukiah, CA 95482-3705



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Taylor Ingram
4101 W 133rd St Apt B
Hawthorne, CA 90250-5909



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Isabel Gloe
PO Box 2707
Saratoga, CA 95070-0707



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Haupt
3403 Carobwood Ct
San Jose, CA 95132-1304



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rulon Smith
1518 Castro St
San Francisco, CA 94114-3719
(415) 821-4028



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Dadgari
PO Box 492205
Los Angeles, CA 90049-8205



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 & Kathleen Kent
PO Box 3557
Paso Robles, CA 93447-3557
(805) 239-9010



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jaffe
W 8th st
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4543
(323) 939-0340



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Noah Youngelson
2449 Walgrove Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-4134
(310) 499-8425



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rozelle
27 Oak Rd
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-1455



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Gaby Till
1342 Loma De Naranjas
Escondido, CA 92027-4614
(619) 752-9094



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Livesey-Fassel
10387 Glenbarr Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064-4523
(310) 559-9814



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Dolores Dahm
PO Box 898
Cotati, CA 94931-0898
(707) 792-0831



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Peck
6401 Coyle Ave
Carmichael, CA 95608-0310
(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. Ruth Goodnow
1245 San Mateo Dr
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-4521
(805) 544-2578



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Yvette Fallandy
2928 Bardy Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-8544



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Luth
1045 Meade Ave
San Diego, CA 92116-1038
(619) 296-2895



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lutes
201 Glenwood Cir Apt 34f
Monterey, CA 93940-6727
(831) 324-0704



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,

Ms. Liya Schwartzman
4500 61st St
Sacramento, CA 95820-4232



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marita Bostic
1540 Amherst Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025-3978



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lilly
20361 Mobile St
Winnetka, CA 91306-4242



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Handforth
4341 48th St
San Diego, CA 92115-4922
(619) 319-0000



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. Brett Diener
25632 Nottingham Ct
Laguna Hills, CA 92653-7504
(949) 554-4174



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Les & Linda Plack
426 Urbano Dr
San Francisco, CA 94127-2827
(415) 334-1866



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Johnson
1158 Tivoli Ln Unit 171
Simi Valley, CA 93065-0944
(805) 581-0875



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,

Mrs. Margaret Fish
PO Box 533
Boonville, CA 95415-0533



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Miller
80 W Hookston Rd
Apt 221
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-4246
(925) 482-0474



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wotipka
6429 Village Center Dr
Sacramento, CA 95823-4688
(916) 392-5041



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Zimmerman
500 Yale St
San Francisco, CA 94134-1617
(415) 239-7375



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rozelle
27 Oak Rd
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-1455



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Diamond
1533 Edith St
Berkeley, CA 94703-1123



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 St. Clair
1161 W 5th St
Ontario, CA 91762-1111
(909) 983-8501



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.


